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A MILLION MORE 


Now we go forward 


No one can doubt that Britain is in a 
serious state of decline. And, what is more, 
the process of national degeneration is not 


only continuing but accelerating. Last 
month’s unemployment figures were a 
record, the highest number of people out of 
work since the slump of the 1930’s, and the 
number may rise still further to 2 million. 
The worsening economic trends are expected 
by the Government to continue until at 
least mid-1977, though who can believe that 
the Establishment parties, with their history 
of incompetence, will effect a miraculous 
turn-about next year? No, the decline of this 
country will continue so long as the old par- 
ties try and muddle through with policies 
and people that have consistently proved a 
failure. At the same time, anarchy and bloody 
murder still reign unchecked in a part of the 
United Kingdom, while in the major cities of 
this country the spectre of race warfare 
looms as coloured immigration increases 
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every year. Throughout Britain there is a 
feeling of despair, or dull resignation. 

The rapid collapse of this once great 
country in the thirty years since the war is 
approaching its climax, and the frightened 
spokesmen of political liberalism now pre- 
dict a left-wing dictatorship in five to 
fifteen years. Never has there been more 
need for a patriotic movement of national 
resurgence. Never has there been more need 
for the National Front. 

1976 and the years ahead are going to 
be years that present both great challenges 
and great opportunities for the National 
Front. With the policies that strike at the 
root of our national sickness, with the sheer 
fighting spirit and will to victory that charac- 
terises our party, we in the National Front 
have the power to make history. In one 
sense at least, the recent crisis in the party 
could not have come at a better time. Purged 
of leftists, opportunists and those who would 
wreck it from within, the National Front can 
forge ahead, strong and united as never 
before. When the organised Left tried to 
“Stop the NF” at Red Lion Square, it was 
because we were a party that was going 
places. We were on the way up, and we had 
shaken the Left and the established parties. 
Those in the NF who arrested that great 
development for more than a year have 
gone. Now we can recapture the great spirit 
of those times and take up the challenge, 
especially in the electoral campaigns that are 
certain to be fought this year. Now the 
National Front can go forward. 


Waffling away 


Conservative and Labour Governments 
have an apparently uncanny ability to select 
Ministers for Northern Ireland whose chief 
characteristic is their incomparable wetness. 
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In a post that clearly demands men of 
energy, resolution and, when necessary, the 
capacity to ruthlessly exercise State authority, 
we have been offered men of the calibre of 
Reginald Maudling and William Whitelaw. 
The chaos of Ulster is the result. The Gov- 
ernment has evidently learned nothing 
from the failure of such people, as the 
latest to hold the post is that enfeebled 
creature, Merlyn Rees. 

Rees typifies two qualities that are 
endemic in liberal politicians: firstly, the 
incapacity to act with statesmanlike resolu- 
tion against terrorism and subversion; second- 
ly, the inability to grasp the fact that deep 
ideological differences between opposing 
groups are irreconcilable and can never be 
harmonised. Instead, the liberal believes that 
every problem is susceptible to a “‘solution” 
if only opposing sides would “get round the 
table’. 

The atrocious mass murder by the 
IRA of Loyalist workers in South Armagh 
ought to have prompted immediate action 
on the part of Mr. Rees. He did nothing. The 
person in whom the Crown has vested the 
responsibility for State authority in Northern 
Ireland merely commented that violence 
would get worse “unless somebody in their 
right senses stops it”. How pathetic! Pre- 
sumably it never occurred to him that, as the 
highest representative of the Government in 
Ulster, he might be the “somebody” who 
should be “stopping it”. 

But Rees was later to excel himself in 
impotent waffling. Against a background of 
continuing IRA violence, seething Loyalist 
discontent and the total failure of the 
“power-sharing” concept, the Government 
ought to have showed realism at last and 
accepted the report of the Ulster Conven- 
tion, which demanded majority (ie. Loyalist) 
rule in Northern Ireland and which firmly 
rejected power-sharing. But no. Still believing 
that a perfectly harmonious “solution” lay 
somewhere, and being congenitally unable to 
see the rigid and immutable differences that 
will always divide the Loyalist and Repub- 
lican communities, Rees waffled that the 
two sides must ‘“‘come together” in the “wide 
context of participation”. The last time this 
was tried, of course, the Loyalists brought 
down the power-sharing Ulster Assembly 
by means of a General Strike. But no matter. 
As we all know, when a liberal principle is at 
stake, one never faces up to harsh realities, 
proven facts or past experience. 


Truth or lie? 


When we first heard the story of Dr. 
Sheila Cassidy and her alleged torture by the 
security forces in Chile for aiding communist 
guerrillas, we had our doubts. Atrocity 
charges against right-wing, anti-Marxist re- 
gimes are invariably made by left-wing oppo- 
nents of those regimes, or by the liberal 
media with a persistence that is usually in 
inverse proportion to any actual evidence. 


GEN. 
PINOCHET 
OF CHILE 


Target of 
left-wing 
frenzy. 


The story of Dr. Cassidy seemed imme- 
diately dubious. No charges of torture were 
made in Notes from Britain calling for her 
release, and no mention of torture was ever 
made in the public statements on her health 
published by the British Consul in Santiago, 
who visited her regularly. After the period 
when she was supposedly tortured, the 
British Consul stated, following an hour’s 
visit, that she showed no signs of torture and 
had “no complaints” about her treatment. 
She later signed a statement to this effect. 

Most people would agree that the 
story hardly inspires confidence, though this 
did not prevent Mr. Callaghan, in something 
of a leftist frenzy, from immediately re- 
calling the British Ambassador and stating 
that the case would be taken before the 
U.N. Human Rights Commission! All of this, 
mind you, before one jot of evidence had 
been compiled, and while Chile categorically 
denied the charges. Can one imagine Mr. 
Callaghan behaving in the same high-handed 
fashion towards the Soviet Union, or some 
tribal upstart in Africa? Of course not. It 
was yet one more example of the selective 


outrage > of the Left. 
t now appears that our original doubts 
abou’ this story were well founded. Two 


British sisters who knew Dr. Cassidy for 
some years in Chile have declared that she 
was a secret supporter of the Communist 
guerillas and had political motives in attack- 
ing the Chilean Government. The Sunday 
Telegraph quoted the two sisters as saying 
that Dr. Cassidy stayed in the Santiago 
house of her friend, Dr. Consuelo Silva, ‘‘a 
vaunted supporter of the Marxist Allende 
Government” and ‘“‘a rampant communist”’. 
They stated that “Sheila was influenced by 
her close friendship and went overboard in 
support for the Communist guerillas’. 

Who could possibly believe such a 
person? Apart from the U.N. Commission 
on Human Rights, of course. 


Black population soars 


Detailed comment is made elsewhere 
in this issue on the Home Office attempt to 
conceal the appalling statistics on coloured 
immigration from the public. Basically, what 
the figures reveal is a huge and continuing 
increase in the rate of coloured immigrants 
entering the country, despite the assurances 
of Tory and Labour Governments years ago 


that the “peak is over” and that the alien 
influx would “tail off’. In the last three 
years alone, immigration rose every year and 
increased the coloured population in Britain 
by over a quarter of a million. As Enoch 
Powell pointed out in his speech at Egham 
last month, the black population is being 
recruited through outside immigration alone 
at a rate approaching an extra one million 
per decade! In addition, of course, there is 


the coloured birth-rate, which is estimated 


at more than 50,000 per annum and is rising 
all the time. The white birth-rate, however, 
remains static, while native British emigration 
continues. 

There is no doubt whatever that this 
mass invasion by millions of coloured aliens 
is the greatest threat this country has ever 
faced in its long history. A nation can sur- 
vive crushing defeat in wars and all manner 
of national tragedies; so long as the race is 
preserved there is the hope of recovery. 
What a nation can never survive are the 
effects of racial miscegenation, because they 
are irreversible. Never in history have 
two alien races come together in the same 
land without, in the end, intermingling. The 
choice is a stark and simple one. Either 
these people are expelled from the British 
homeland, or the British people will suffer 
eventual oblivion as a racial entity. 


One-sided 


The current wave of attacks by the 
American Congress and news media on the 
CIA is, not surprisingly, a very one-sided 
affair. 

Like all intelligence organisations, the 
CIA is a Government agency, which in 
America means that it has frequently been 
the tool of the financial power elite which 
manipulates that Government in the cause 
of internationalism. At the same time, how- 
ever, its independent intelligence function 
involves the CIA in anti-Communist opera- 
tions. Significantly, it is only the latter 
role which has been criticised and exposed 
by the alliance of the Congressional Commis- 
sion, the left-liberal Washington Post and 
New York Times and various extreme left- 
wing periodicals. From the naming of 
foreign CIA agents to the exposure of plots 
against Fidel Castro and Allende, the whole 
of this co-ordinated assault has been aimed 
at weakening the CIA’s effectiveness in the 
field of espionage and covert operations 
against Communism. It is reported that one 
former agent turned left-wing extremist 
has actually been lecturing in Britain on the 
CIA to audiences of the International Social- 
ists and International Marxist Group. 

This campaign, however, has been 
strangely silent about the role played by the 
CIA at the behest of the Money Power, and 
in the furtherance of the internationalist 
plan. For example, the Agency was heavily 
involved in the seizure of Anglo-Persian oil 
on behalf of Wall St. andin the stage-managed 
expulsion of the Shah. It has acted for the 


same interests by subverting the Greek 
Colonels’ regime and by bolstering the 
Zionist cause in Israel. Not a word about all 
this. The explanation may have something 
to do with the appointment of wealthy 
internationalist Nelson Rockefeller to head 
the Congressional Commission on the CIA, 
a perfectly absurd choice since the highest 
echelon of the CIA consists of Rockefeller’s 
intimates, friends and employees past and 
present. 


‘Nazification 


Recently, Dr. Israel Shahak, Professor 
of Organic Chemistry at the Hebrew Univer- 
sity of Jerusalem and chairman of the 
Israeli League for Human and Civil Rights, 
was moved to comment publicly on racial- 
ism in Israel. In an article in the London 
Middle East International he wrote: 

“T am not afraid to say publicly that 
Israeli Jews, and with them most Jews 
throughout the world, are undergoing a 
process of Nazification. Does a people whose 
official ‘hero’ is Meir Har-Zion deserve any 
other title? 

“But the silence concerning other 
claims is worse. It includes — exactly as it 
did in Germany — not only those among 
us who are in my opinion real Nazis, and 
there are a lot of those, but also those who 
do not protest against Jewish Nazism, so 
long as they think it serves a Jewish interest. 
It is for instance a fact that, according to 
Jewish Talmudic law, legally valid in Israel 
today, any Gentile woman is considered as 
impure, a slave, a Gentile and a whore, and 
when she embraces the Jewish faith she 
stops being impure, slave and Gentile, but 
she remains a whore. The argumentation 
provided by Talmudic law to back that judg- 
ment, when raised in the twentieth century, 
can only be compared to Julius Streicher; 
for instance the judgment whereby ll 
‘Gentile women’ must necessarily be pros- 
titutes. Did a jurist in Israel explain this 
sentence? Did anyone warn any of the 
famous ‘female converts’ that, together 
with conversion, they undertake to be 
‘whores’? Did anyone raise the question 
of knowing whether that law is wise and 
just or not? 

“The answer is clear, and just for 
the same reason the same jurists in Nazi 
Germany accepted the Nuremberg Laws 
(which were infinitely more moderate than 
the Gentile regulations in Talmudic Law), 
and exactly for the same reason, the leading 
Israeli jurists don’t even want to examine the 
demand for enquiry on tortures raised by a 
non-Jew.” 

Those people, including the volatile 
American Ambassador to the U.N. and the 
present leader of the Conservative party, 
who angrily denounced the U.N. for de- 
claring that Zionism was a form of racialism, 
would do well to ponder on these words. 
They come from a courageous man who can 
hardly be accused of “anti-semitism”. 
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PROOF 
OFA 
CONSPIRACY 


THAT a deliberate policy exists to 
cover up the appalling truth on 
immigration is proved by the fact 
that the Home Office knew about 
the true figure in May of last year, 
when the figures for 1974 were 
published, but clearly there was 
no intention of revealing it and 
every intention of suppressing it. 
The White Paper of 1974 said 
absolutely nothing about a wrong 
calculation in the previous year’s 
statistics. First, the massive ‘error’, 
then the attempt to hide it. That 
amounts to a conspiracy, a Home 
Office cover-up. 

It seems certain that this is 
merely part of a wider Establish- 
ment policy to deceive the public. 
The phony 17,000 figure for 1973 
was hailed as a significant drop in 
immigration, and it so happens that 
1973 was the first year of operation 
of the 1971 Immigration Act, which 
was supposed to be a firm measure 
to curtail the alien influx. Clearly it 
was necessary to ‘‘cook the books”, 
because the true figure shows the 
frightening pattern of an_ ever- 
increasing invasion: 86,000 _ for 
1973, 90,000 for 1974, and in 1975 
the highest yet, with 75,000 in the 
first three quarters of the year 
alone. Immigration is INCREAS- 
ING! In these last three years the 
coloured population has risen by 
more than a quarter of a million 
through immigration alone. 

In the 1974 White Paper 
(which failed to mention the pre- 
vious year’s error), it was stated 
that the total number of coloured 


Huge cover-up 
on immigration 
figures 


aliens who had been granted 

British citizenship in 1973 was ENOCH 
34,044. Of these, 25,633 were POWELL 
immigrants (mainly dependants), He spotted 
who were accepted for settlement the 

on the spot at the port of entry, Hi Offi 
yet the Home Office was still ie: a ome Office 
maintaining the illusion that only : deception. 


17,000 immigrants had _ entered 
that year. 

Home Secretary Roy Jenkins, 
having been caught out in this 
deception, now says that net immi- 
gration figures are irrelevant any- 
way. The reliable indication for 
those settling in the country, he 
says, are the figures for accep- 
tances of citizenship. In other 
words, of those immigrants who 
entered the country in 1973, ‘only’ 
25,633 are actually here, not 
86,000. We are supposed to believe 
that over sixty thousand have just 
gone (or will go) home. Who does 
he think he is kidding? 

There is only one answer to 
this appalling problem of alien 
invasion — COMPLETE REPAT- 
RIATION! 


THE CONSPIRACY to deceive the public about the massive and never-ending 
rate of coloured immigration has been exposed. 

In 1973 the Home Office falsely stated that the number of coloured 
immigrants entering Britain that year was 17,000. It now turns out that the 
correct figure was an incredible 86,000. This piece of deception was glibly 
explained away by the Home Office as a “clerical error’, the order of the 
‘error’ amounting to nearly 70,000! A similar ‘error’ was made for 1974, and 
the net figure for that year was corrected to 89,000. Thus the total figure for 
coloured immigration in the two years 1973-74 reached a staggering 175,000! 

The really sinister aspect of all this is that the fantastic discrepancy in the 
figures was only made public by pure chance. Jenkins gave the correct figure 
last November in a written answer to a Commons question, but even then the 
discrepancy was not noticed — to the immense relief of the Home Office. If Mr. 
Enoch Powell had not spotted it last month, nobody would have been any the 
wiser. And how many more massive “clerical errors”’ have there been? In fact, 
who can trust a single word the Home Office says on the immigration isse? 
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ROSINE DE BOUNEVIALLE 


The way of 
Counter-Revolution 


Reprinted with 
CANDOUR, Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


WHEN one individual discovers that another 
is the victim of slow poison, he may, if he 
has sufficient will and knowledge, remedy 
the condition by using any or all of such 
methods as arresting the poisoner, cutting 
off the source of supply, administering 
emetics and/or antidotes, but when it is a 
sum of individuals, i.e. society itself that is 
being poisoned, the case is dire, for the 
victim must somehow make shift to cure 
itself and do it before the venom in its veins 
enfeebles it to the point of impotence. And 
yet, if any single member of our presently 
threatened society who recognises the 
symptoms of chronic poisoning for what 
they are, feels daunted at the prospect of 
attempting to save the whole corporate body 
from destruction with only his own seem- 
ingly puny powers at his command, how 
much greater will be the helplessness of those 
masses who continue to swallow the daily 
dosage of venomous lies under the delusion 
that it isa course of unpalatable but medicinal 
truth that will make all well in the end? In 
the absence of determined continuous 
counteraction on the part of the former, the 
latter will almost certainly either react in 
ineffectual local violence or become so hope- 
lessly addicted to apathy as to be incurable. 

Then indeed the Revolution will be 
complete. 

To prevent such disaster it is neces- 
sary that the truth should everywhere defeat 
the lie. It is not enough for truth to be pre- 
served in isolated enclaves — it must con- 
quer; it must triumph; it must be world-wide 
spread. With the scions of the Revolution 
occupying all positions of power and control- 
ling all lines of communication it is plain 
that the desired effective realization of the 
victory of truth can be achieved only through 
undying dedication to right action on the 
part of its witnesses. Thus it follows that the 
witnesses must not only train themselves 
that they may train others, but must be pos- 
sessed with the zeal to keep themselves in 
training by tireless action, however unre- 
warded their labours may appear to be. 

What requires to be done; 

Who are available to do it; 

What tools they will need; 

Effective methods of using them. 

Those make up the content of a 
lately published book* which is nothing less, 
and something more, than a comprehensive 
training manual which deserves to become 
the essential handbook for all activists in our 


acknowledgements to’ 


case. The author, Jean Ousset, is a French- 
man and a Roman Catholic and so his con- 
cern is with the inactivity of orthodox Chris- 
tians, but so relevant and logical are his 
observations and conclusions that it may be 
read with profit and adapted to his particu- 
lar situation by every true opponent of the 
Revolution whatever his motivation. How 
necessary an adjunct this book is to the 
textbooks of counter-Revolution is made 
clear in the Foreward. 


HIDEBOUND THEORISTS 


“In reality”, says the writer, “we are 
hidebound theorists. We ‘think about’ the 
aim, the objective, the state of affairs, the 
order towards which we aspire. But we do 
not think in terms of action, we do not think 
of the movement or the means which will 
permit us to reach our aim more surely. We 
know where we must go but we do not 
speak, we scarcely concern ourselves about 
how and by what means we should -get 
there. 

“Symbolical of the situation we are in 
are two rows of shelves in a library, on one, 
books by the masters of Catholic thought 
(or of the political right—Ed.), on the other 
those of the ‘doctors’ of the Revolution. 

“How splendid the first shelf seems — 
so long as the books deal with the aim and 
the end to be described or defended. Truth 
is there presented and defended with talent 
and sometimes with genius. About the pro- 
motion of order or the hierarchy of values to 
be defended; about what we must live and 
perhaps die for; all is said and said exceed- 
ingly well. But when it comes to the means 
to be adopted to bring victory, the question 
is scarcely mooted: some principles perhaps 
but in much too generalised a fashion. We 
have never yet found a volume about anti- 
revolutionary action that was anything but 
sketchy: only some booklets pretending to 
resolve an extremely limited tactical pro- 
blem such as whether a certain operation 
could be attempted or if a coup might be 
possible. But concerning action as a whole, 
absolutely nothing. 

“On the second shelf, that of the 
teachers of the Revolution, the situation is 
reversed . . . what have the writings of Marx, 
Lenin, Trotsky, Stalin or Mao Tse Tung to 
offer to a strictly rational intelligence? Noth- 
ing but a few well-worn systems repeated 
with some variation ad nauseam: an incre- 
dible multitude of dubious propositions. 


“But if nothing is offered on this side 
to satisfy an intelligence avid for what is 
good and substantial, what a profusion of 
works there is dealing with means, proce- 
dures, methods and approaches: everything 
one could wish for concerning strategy and 
tactics . . . there is a veritable hierarchy of 
social actions, with one operation comple- 
menting another; progress step by step, a 
simultaneous multiplicity of co-ordinated 
initiatives.” The results of such concentra- 
tion on, and zeal in, action are all around us. 
In our own country, during 250 years, the 
“Glorious Revolution” has done nothing 
but advance. If we still imagine that we have 
nothing more to learn or to do in the field of 
action, we should consider what the enemy 
has achieved in a little more than half a 
century. 'n 1903 Lenin’s movement had but 
17 supporters. Sixty years later, the com- 
munist machine disposed some two million 
committees, circles, cells and associations. 
How many would have ‘‘fallen for’ com- 
munism if its opponents had shown the same 
will to serve, the same determined persis- 
tence in their own cause, and had never 
ceased to study how “to expend their 
efforts obstinately — and also how to open 
their purses when necessary””? 

Two months ago we publicised resis- 
tance to the siege of Southern Africa. That 
issue of Candour was and is in great demand. 
S.A.S.C.O.N. has shown that the cadres are 
up and doing in those countries. But it is not 
just Southern Africa that is besieged. The 
enemy is at our own gates — and not only at 
the gates; the Wooden Horse is within the 
city; a little more darkness, a little sounder 
sleep and we could be overwhelmed with- 
out another shot being fired. 

Action of the most steady and reso- 
lute kind is needed now if ever. Jean Ousset’s 
Action cannot fail to help and encourage 
to fresh initiatives those already engaged, 
or to provoke activity in those yet to be 
aroused. Now is the hour for “dumb driven 
cattle” to make themselves “heroes of the 
strife” to gin the victory that truth must 
command. 


*ACTION by Jean Oussett obtainable from 
“Approaches”, 1 Waverley Place, Saltcoats, 
KA21 5AX, Scotland. Price £2.00. 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


GREECE, 


COMMUNISM 
AND THE 


THE HISTORY of Greek politics since the 
1930’s has been the history of the Greeks’ 
battle against Communism. For fifty uninter- 
rupted years the classic pattern of Red 
intrigue, agitation and terror has unfolded in 
Greece, constituting in its entirety one of 
the most salutory lessons to be learned from 
modern history on the nature of Com- 
munist subversion. And in 1974 the story 
closed, temporarily at least, with one of the 
clearest examples of another, related type of 
subversion, that of the international politico- 
financial Establishment. 

The Greek Communist party was foun- 
ded in 1920; but it became a decisive factor 
in Greek political life following the elections 
of 1936. With only 15 out of the 300 seats 
in Parliament, the Communist party held the 
balance of power between the Populist and 
Liberal parties. The stalemate was broken 
by a characteristic and thoroughly dangerous 
alliance, when the Liberal Party joined forces 
with the Communists. The general alarm 
caused King George II to dissolve Parliament 
and transform the provisional government of 
General Metaxas into a dictatorship. Round 
One to the Greeks. 

The regime of Metaxas was a benign 
one. It was a wholly civilian government, 
and there were no executions or purges. The 
internment of a thousand communists con- 
stituted the only element of political “repres- 
sion”, along with the deportation of the odd 
sociology professor. (Yes, they were around 
even then!) Metaxas built schools and 
houses, organised social security schemes 
and encouraged the demotic language. Greek 
youth was enrolled in the patriotic National 
Youth Movement and the cultural and poli- 
tical regeneration of the nation was imple- 
mented with the proclamation of the “Third 
Hellenic Civilisation”. Metaxas was a man 
of culture, a devotee of Greek antiquity, but 
he was no mere member of a conservative 
military caste. He was ideologically educated, 
and his schooling was in the new politics of 
Europe. He was, too, enormously popular 
with the people, and received from the 
peasants of Greece the title of “First Worker”’. 
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COLONELS 


COMMUNIST ‘PATRIOTS’ 


Metaxas died in 1941, before the 
German occupation. The communists, con- 
signed to oblivion during his regime, now 
saw their opportunity in the form of resis- 
tance to the German invader — only, of 
course, after Hitler had attacked the Soviet 
Union. Previously, like communists the 
world over, they had protested against this 
“imperialist war”. Overnight the Communist 
party became ultra-patriotic. Their front 
organisations of resistance, the Greek Popular 
Army of Liberation and the National Libera- 
tion Front, were generously subsidised by 
the British. To ensure their monopoly of 
resistance, these two organisations waged a 
savage reign of terror from 1942 onwards 
against all other resistance groups, denoun- 
cing their leaders to the occupation author- 
ities and assassinating non-Communist resis- 
tance fighters. General Zervas was actually 
attacked from the rear by the Communists 
while his guerilla group was engaged against 
the Germans! By 1944 the Communists had 
practically ceased all resistance and merely 
consolidated their position ready to seize 
power after the war. They had already fooled 
the Allies by declaring their willingness to 
take part in a government of national unity 
formed in exile by George Papandreou. Defi- 
nitely Round Two to the Communists. 

The events in liberated Greece were to 
determine the political future of the nation. 
The Communists dropped all thought of 
“participation in democracy” and tried their 
gamble. A bloody and terrible uprising was 
instigated against the government in 
December 1944. Only the military interven- 
tion of the British prevented their victory in 
Athens. In February 1945 thousands of 
corpses were discovered in mass graves in the 
city, murdered by the Communists’ “‘people’s 
militia”. The victims were not “‘collabora- 
tors”, but ordinary men, women and child- 
ren, of all social classes. In addition, the 
Communists had seized several thousand 
‘‘hostages” from the city’s population when 
they evacuated Athens under British pres- 
sure. Most died during forced marches in 


the snow, often in bare feet, or were sum- 
marily shot en route. These atrocities, de- 
tailed in the report of a British team under 
the trade unionist Walter Citrine, shocked 
and appalled the Greeks. A fanatical wave of 
hatred burst upon the Communists, which 
the authorities restrained with difficulty. 
Communists amnestied by the British were 
attacked and often killed by furious relatives 
of the victims or by nationalist groups on 
the Right. Those Communists who were not 
amnestied were tried for multiple murder 
and executed by firing squad, to the immense 
satisfaction of all shades of Greek opinion. 
The Communist party, meanwhile, recogn- 
nising its blunder, attributed these “‘regret- 
table excesses” to a few leftist deviationists, 
but the implacable hatred of the Greeks 
remained. Benefiting from the freedoms 
they sought to destroy, the Communist 
party resumed its activities after the amnesty 
and called for massive abstentions in the 
elections of 1946. Its campaign was a mis- 
erable failure, for the Communists had lost 
all credibility. Round Three to the Greeks. 


POLITICAL COMPLACENCY 


Unfortunately, after 1946, reaction 
against communism led merely to a narrow 
Conservatism, reflected in the electoral 
triumph of the Populist Party. There was 
a general purge of Communists from public 
life, but in ideological terms, little else. The 
spirit of General Metaxas awaited revival. 
The Communist party saw its chance again 
in the weakness of bourgeois conservatism 
and instigated a second insurrection in 1947, 
accompanied by fresh atrocities and assas- 
sinations of government ministers. The 
insurrection was finally put down by the 
army in 1949, and the Communist party was 
banned, but not before the Greek economy 
had lurched into severe recession and over 
one million peasants were made homeless. 
Round Four to the battered Greeks never- 
theless. 

Round Five was dangerously inde- 
cisive, and saw the slow, devious re-emer- 
gence of the radical Left. Communism was 
banned, but a weakened nation remained in 
the hands of liberal politicians. While the 
Communists organised themselves under- 
ground, the warnings of authentic Nation- 
alists were dismissed by Parliamentary lib- 
erals as scare-mongering and political point- 
scoring. Throughout the 1950’s an ideolo- 
gically uneducated and conservative Right, 
with its power base in the palace and the 
army, continually won a comfortable Par- 
liamentary majority, sometimes in coalition 
with the moribund Centre. This bourgeois 
conservatism of the Karamanlis type encour- 
aged an economic boom, and allowed liberals 
and even former communists into the admin- 
istration. A consumer society grew com- 
placent and politically indifferent; the num- 
ber of communist detainees diminished. This 
situation was a gift to the Communists, who 
now had the sense to avoid revolution and 


work behind a political front party, the 
United Democratic Left (E.D.A.), whose 
leaders were chosen for their clean political 
past. To these were added a sprinkling of 
liberals with unblemished police records, 
who played a decorative role in return fora 
seat in Parliament. It was all very legal, and 
all very moderate. Clearly a warm-up to 
Round Six. 


KNOCKOUT BLOW 


The situation was further worsened in 
the early 1960’s, when the bourgeois Right 
lost ground and electoral victory went to the 
Centre Union of George Papandreou, a mish- 
mash of characterless liberals who dismissed 
the fear of communism as thoroughly anti- 
quated. Collaboration with the E.D.A. was 
rejected, but it made little difference since 
the Communists now switched their under- 
cover support to the Centre, and the country 
began a rapid slide to the Left. The Com- 
munists of the E.D.A. organised ‘“‘peace 
marches”; a former communist in the 
Centre Union became Minister of the Inter- 
ior. Then a leftist plot was discovered in the 
army known as the “ASPIDA conspiracy”, 
which resulted in the fall of the Papandreou 
government and a new administration com- 
posed of more conservative Centre Union- 
ists -- but this was merely a breathing 
space in Round Six. Street demonstrations 
and acts of violence by the Communists in 
the guise of the E.D.A. and the Papandreou 
faction of the Centre Party continued apace. 
The pattern was the classic one of a Com- 
munist inspired revolutionary situation 
accompanied by hot denials of Communist 
conspiracy by fellow-travellers and _ be- 
mused liberals. The government was in a 
state of continual crisis; Greece teetered on 
the brink once again. Then, at 2 am on the 
morning of April 21st, 1967, Colonel 
George Papadopoulos and his fellow officers 
intervened. Round Six, by a knockout, to 
the Greeks. 

Military rule is not necessarily a wel- 
come solution, and for Britain it is no solu- 
tion at all. This is not simply because of its 
abolition of democracy, but because it is 
often the vehicle of political reaction. Mili- 
tary governments of the Right tend to be 
ideologically uneducated, class conscious 
and obsessively anti-trade union, with very 
little political programme apart from emphas- 
ising the virtues of order and authority. Their 
particular failing, shared by the traditional 
Right, is that they see no enemy beyond 
Communism. But this was not the case 
with the Greek Colonels, and this certainly 
accounts for the extreme hostility aroused 
against their regime by the moulders of 
“world opinion’’. 


NATIONAL VIGOUR 


Any visitor to the Greece of that time 
will recall the vigour and cleanliness of the 
country, and the sunny spirit of national 


purpose and optimism. The “National 
Revolution” in no way maintained a con- 
servative status quo, but involved a thorough- 
going reform of public institutions: the 
Constitution, legislation, the civil service, the 
economy, trade unionism, banking, educa- 
tion, the Church and the law. Class anta- 
gonism was abolished. “From today there 
is no right, no centre and no left — there are 
only Greeks”, proclaimed Prime Minister 
Kollias on the 21st April, 1967. Every 
manifestation of communism was purged 
from Greek life as “incompatible with the 
Greek spirit”. The Bank of Greece was 
nationalised and military men were appoin- 
ted to the governorships of several major 
banks. The exorbitant agricultural debts 
owed by Greek farmers to the private 
banking system were abolished. Greece 
entered upon a period of great industrial 
development and economic prosperity. The 
education of Greek youth was reformed to 
serve the “National Revolution” at both 
school and university level. 

Kinship with the ideology of General 
Metaxas was proclaimed by many pro- 
minent Government Ministers. Brigadier 
Pattakos declared that “we are inspired by 
his example”. Articles by regime members, 
including one addressed to the Youth of 
Greece by Colonel Ladas, appeared in the 
radical Nationalist periodical 4th August, 
named after the date of Metaxas’ accession 
to power. In his book Our Creed, Papadop- 
oulos stated his belief that the spirit behind 
the Greek national revolution was one which, 
if followed, could lead Western civilisation 
out of its present crisis. Interestingly, the 
Court of First Instance in Athens ruled that 
Freemasonry was to be forbidden as incom- 
patible with public order and official religion. 
And to cap it all, the Government published 
an analysis of the Protocols of the Learned 
Elders of Zion for distribution amongst the 
Armed Forces. Quite clearly, the Colonels 
would have to go! 


THE MONEY POWER 

The Left, of course, has always liked 
to pretend that the Colonels’ take-over had 
the backing, or at least the sympathy of the 
United States. In fact, the exact opposite 
was the case, as students of behind-the-scenes 
international affairs would expect. The 
Money Power was highly displeased by the 
turn of events in Greece, and this view was, 
of course, dutifully reflected in Washington. 
The State Department placed a ban on 
heavy arms shipments to Greece which re- 
mained in force for four years, despite the 
country’s vital strategic importance. When 
American-based international finance finds 
it necessary to instigate a coup d’etat some- 
where, usually through the CIA, it always 
does it in co-operation with the Establish- 
ment and the military hierarchy, as was the 
case in Brazil. In Greece it would have been 
done in co-operation with the King, the 
bourgeois Right and high-ranking generals — 
not a group of unknown, ideologically com- 


mitted Colonels. 

As it turned out, the demise of the 
Greek regime gave every sign of being the 
result of a deliberate conspiracy by the 
international financial Establishment. It hap- 
pened in a way that seemed suspicious to 
many at the time. In 1974 in Cyprus, Arch- 
bishop ‘Makarios was suddenly ousted in a 
coup by one of his erstwhile colleagues, a 
nondescript EOKA gangster called Nico 
Sampson, who proclaimed himself President 
in the name of the Greek Cypriots. This 
prompted a Turkish invasion of the island 
in defence of the Turkish Cypriots. It was 
not long before Makarios was reinstated and 
the situation was more or less restored to the 
Status quot ante — except that in the mean- 
time the Greek Government in Athens had 
crumbled as a result of the Turkish invasion. 
It seemed as though the brief reign of 
Sampson had lasted just long enough to pro- 
voke the crisis and achieve the desired result. 


“ACCIDENT OF HISTORY” 


Information which came to light after- 
wards confirmed this view. It was reported 
that the coup against Makarios had been 
backed by none other than Henry Kissinger, 
principal agent and errand-boy of the inter- 
national financial elite, and that the obscure 
gunman Sampson had received CIA funds. 
Spearhead drew attention at the time to a 
revealing article in the Evening Standard 
by journalist Leslie Finer, who went out of 


‘his way to describe the whole episode as ‘‘a 


fleeting accident of history” and yet asked: 

“Would that invasion have happened, 
or been allowed by the international com- 
munity to happen, if instead of floating a 
known thug and desperado like Nico Samp- 
son to the surface, the machinations to 
destroy Makarios had produced some 
unknown as President? Or even Mr. Clerides 
in the first instant? 

I <oubt it. I believe, if that had hap- 
pened . . . the Colonels’ plan would have 
succeeded. They would still be lording it in 
Athens.” 

That rather lets the cat out of the bag. 
Spearhead omitted to mention that Mr. 
Finer may well be a person who is “‘in the 
know” about the doings of what he euphe- 
mistically calls the ‘“‘international com- 
munity”’. Certainly the Colonels singled him 
out as particularly undesirable, for as corre- 
spondent of the BBC and the Observer he 
was one of the few foreign journalists to be 
expelled from Greece. 

This journal predicts that the next 
round in the Greek struggle will not be long 
in coming. Meanwhile the lesson to be learned 
is not simply that of the remorseless con- 
spiracy of the Communists. It is that national, 
patriotic movements everywhere face the 
subversion of a ruthless and powerful enemy 
in the West as well as the East, one which, 
through the immensity of its wealth, is 
equally determined on imposing an inter- 
national tyranny. 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


Misfits, Inadequates, 
Failures Ltd. 


Anatomy of a breakaway movement 


THE RECENT DEFECTION from the 
National Front, and the attempt of the 
defectors to set up a breakaway party, 
provides the political connoisseur with a 
fascinating and supremely instructive subject 
for study. I mean a study of the human 
composition of the defectors themselves, 
their characteristics, their personalities, their 
motivating forces, etc. 

I have witnessed a number of internal 
revolts within the National Front. Out of 
these experiences I have formed some impres- 
sions of the sort of people who take part, 
and what is so interesting is how those 
people can be placed in just a few categories 
which become more and more familiar as 
events repeat themselves. 

If there is one characteristic which the 
leading lights of these revolts and defections 
show again and again in common, it is a 
depressing kind of personal inadequacy, and 
that is always the surest guarantee that the 
revolts will eventually fail. It is not that the 
case presented by those in revolt is neces- 
sarily always wrong; it does not have to be; 
it is the fact that the ‘revolters’ (or the 
‘revolting’, as some describe them) represent 
always such an appalling aggregate of human 
incapacity that no project undertaken by 
them ever has the remotest chance of success. 

This personal inadequacy expresses 
itself most vividly in the pattern of back- 
stairs plotting that is always a feature of the 
internal convulsions and splintering tenden- 
cies that have occurred in our party. A 
healthy party does not split, nor does it even 
suffer any considerable degree of internal 
upheaval, as a result of vigorous argument 
between its members; such arguments are 
bound to take place. So long as they are 
conducted in a manly fashion — out in the 
open and with each side relying on its own 
quality of debate — they need never be a 
cause of disunity amongst us, always pro- 
vided that we have the discipline to accept 
the verdict that is arrived at at the end of 
the day, regardless of our agreement with it 
ornot. | 

Argument develops into split when, 
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and only when, one side or another in that 
argument is insufficiently-confident of the 
strength of its own case, and of the calibre 
of those who present that case, for the case 
to be debated in the light of day and with 
the membership as witnesses and judges, and 
when consequently everything has to be pro- 
moted in a climate of conspiracy, with secret 
meetings, ‘confidential’ letters and telephone 
conversations, anonymously printed circulars 
and so on. Every wrecking operation that I 
have ever seen in the National Front has 


proceeded in this way. 


CAMPAIGN IN THE DARK 


The most vivid case occurred in 1970, 
when the then Leader of the NF, A.K. 
Chesterton, was the victim of a squalid little 
campaign that ended in his leaving the party. 
First an A.G.M. took place at which he was 
unanimously elected Leader with not one 
single dissenting voice heard against him at 
the meeting. Then shortly afterwards a secret 
meeting was held at which an ‘Action Com- 
mittee’ was formed, which drew up a peti- 
tion of complaints about his leadership 
clearly calculated to get him to resign. Those 
persons who might be expected to speak in 
defence of Mr. Chesterton were carefully 
excluded from the meeting — as I, being one 
such person, well remember. The petition 
was then sent to A.K.C. and it created a 
crisis in the party which did indeed lead to 
his resignation. Following that resignation a 
further crisis occurred and lasted for another 
year and ahalf, for the very good reason that 
the plotters who had removed A.K.C. had in 
their ranks no-one remotely capable of taking 
his place. 

Had just one man stood up at the 
A.G.M. and stated openly in front of the 
members his reasons why A.K. Chesterton 
should not have been Leader of the party, 
and had he proposed in A.K.C.’s place a 
person of credible stature to do the job, I 
might not have agreed with him but at least 
I would have respected him. The anti- 


Chesterson brigade, however, did not even 
raise a bleat at that meeting but just sulked 
in the corners of the hall; they knew that in 
an open contest with A.K.C. they would be 
utterly trounced. All their hopes of a take- 
over lay in their ability to campaign in the 
dark, when the members, whom such types 
despise, have their backs turned. 

Indeed this tendency to despise the 
good sense and instinct of the ordinary 
members reveals another characteristic of 
our rebels and defectors: humbug on the 
most colossal scale. 

Every campaign of revolt that I have 
witnessed in our party has involved, as part 
of its self-justification, extravagent use of 
words like ‘democracy’ and advocacy of 
more ‘democratic’ control — as against the 
‘autocracy’ of strong personal leadership. 

Yet when those who shout the loudest 
for the application of ‘democratic’ principles 
and procedures within the movement are 
asked to put their democratic credentials to 
the test by obtaining the consent of the 
ordinary members as a whole for their pro- 
positions, they have in my experience always 
shied away from the idea, making some com- 
ment to the effect that the members are 
obviously too ignorant of the issues involved 
to judge properly. 

When I hear this sort of talk I always 
immediately know what it means. It means 
that the rebels know that there is not one 
single personality within their ranks who has 
it within him to be able to persuade a genuine 
cross section of the membership that the 
rebels are right. The sense of inadequacy 
is always there. : 

From a very general observation of th 
human content of dissident groups that have 
appeared in our party, I would like to pro- 
ceed to an analysis of one or two distinct 
categories that occur among them. 


THE ‘UNDER-MAN’ 


One category undoubtedly consists of 
people who, at a glance, can be seen to 
belong to a decidedly unprepossessing racial 


type — one friend of mine referred to them 
as ‘neanderthals’, and I find it difficult to 
think of a better description. The features 
are usually markedly unintelligent, although 
sometimes betokening a kind of low animal 
cunning. The deportment is as a rule wholly 
lacking in dignity. There is a moronic set of 
the jaw and a sullen and shifty look in the 
eyes indicative of a life spent in a state of 
perpetual insurrection against everything. The 
sheer physical ugliness of the type singles it 
out as a poor specimen, not just of the 
British race, but of any race. 

This type is always liable to find itself 
in a position of natural inferiority — particu- 
larly in a movement that values race quality 
as perhaps the central pillar of its outlook. It 
is never accorded the status in the scheme of 
things that it thinks it deserves. Though 
sometimes it may be possessed of a degree of 
intelligence and, more often, a fierce kind of 
energy, its lack of any observable human 
virtues condemns it to an unsatisfying posi- 
tion in the hierarchical scale and thus nur- 
tures in it all the inflammable fuel of revolt. 

The species, best recognised by Stod- 
dard in his concept of the ‘Under-Man’, is of 
course in the wider universal sense the mat- 
erial of which all bolshevik movements, past 
and present, are largely made. In the context 
of our party it periodically congeals together, 
like some unhealthy blood clot, in campaigns 
of rebellion that, under this or that pretext, 
express simply the resentments and infer- 
iority complexes of the lower elements of 
our society. 


LACK OF WILL 


Another category is somewhat dif- 
ferent. Its consuming political thought is 
that of the search for the ‘soft option’. In 
outward appearance its chief personality trait 
is one, not of racial inferiority, but just sheer 
wetness. It is distinguished by the limp hand- 
shake and the sickly smile and otherwise 
vapid expression. This type often does not 
lack intellect or ability; its major character 
failing is one of will. 

Here the chief weakness is a tempera- 
ment utterly unfitted to political activity 
which involves struggle and demands comba- 
tiveness of spirit and a determination to 
conquer adversity. There is always the yearn- 
ing for a formula, thought to be just around 
the corner, that will bring instant political 
success by virtue of the soundness and attrac- 
tiveness of the formula itself and divorced 
from the individual skill and effort with 
which it is applied. Here we see in political 
terms the familiar manifestation of the work- 
man who blames his tools for his failure to 
do the job or the salesman who blames his 
goods for his failure to sell. 

How often has this type approached 
me and given me his tale of woe! He has tried 
to introduce people in his area to the National 
Front and has found an impenetrable barrier 
in his path, a barrier of aversion, of fear, of 
suspicion, created by enemy propaganda, 


which slows down recruitment, even prevents 


it altogether. How do we overcome the 


barrier? Easy — by altering the National 
Front and making it a more saleable com- 
modity! 

It is impossible to tell this type that 
the barrier is completely different to that 
which he imagines: that it is not the unsale- 
ability of the product but the lack of per- 
sonality, persuasiveness, conviction and 
determination of the salesman. It is impos- 
sible to convince him that in other localities 
just like his the same NF product has been 
sold, and very effectively, by other people 
by virtue of their making a greater personal 
impact on the would-be convert. 

This type of recruit to the ranks of 
dissidents in our movement is not neces- 
sarily of malevolent intent; he is just lacking 
in what might be called political ‘bottle’. He 
is always vulnerable to argument employed 
by a skilled disrupter. He constitutes the 
sheep that always form a part of rebellious 
or breakaway movements. 


REBEL VARIATIONS 


There are further types who fit com- 
pletely into neither of these two categories 
but who are odd and sometimes unique 
blends of a bit of each, plus a bit more. One 
man I know has been involved in the last 
three revolts taking place in our party. He is 
not so much bad as just utterly pathetic. 
During the plot against A.K. Chesterton in 
1970 he was heard to remark to someone in 
reference to the general atmosphere of 
conspiracy and intrigue: “I enjoy this sort of 
thing’. When John O’Brien led a breakaway 
movement in 1972 he quickly joined it. 
Then, after realising that it had failed and 
that the NF remained intact. and strong, he 
asked to be let back. He was. Then when the 
recent revolt took place he first showed 
sympathy with it, only later to come back to 
the side of the loyalists. When the revolt 
developed into a breakaway, he, after 
bouncing back and forth like a rubber ball, 
finally committed himself to the breakaway 
brigade. How long he will be thus committed 
is in doubt. 

I know three or four other people who 
have sided with the rebel faction for no other 
reason than that they were promised posi- 
tions of exalted rank in the organisation at 
which the rebels were aiming. In a couple of 
cases two such persons were promised the 
same position simultaneously! 

Two people prominent in the present 
breakaway movement are yet another 
interesting case. Both of them up to a short 
time ago expressed to me extreme political 
views with which they thought I was in 
sympathy. Then | had occasion to put both 
of them on a disciplinary charge for mani- 
festing those views in a manner which was 
liable to reflect discredit on the NF. Now 
they are going about publicly attacking me 
for my alleged adherence to the very same 
views — views which they claim they totally 


reject themselves! 

Another person prominent in the 
breakaway ranks confided in me two years 
ago that other people in the party were 
“plotting” against me but that he stood 
loyal. A little more than a year after that he 
had joined the plotters, confiding in another 
member that he had done so because quite 
clearly they were going to be “the winning 
side”. As I think of him now the emotion I 
feel is one more of pity than anger. 

One young gentleman in the North of 
England seems to me particularly representa- 
tive of the rebel element. In July last year he 
wrote to me affirming his support for the 
stand I had taken with regard to troubles 
within the party and stating that I ought to 
be re-elected to the post of Chairman. Then 
last December he wrote to another member 
in his area alleging that I was an agent of the 
Soviet K.G.B. and had been planted in the 
National Front to wreck it. To this letter he 
added as an n.b. “Destroy all of this after 
perusal or you and I are in danger!” The poor 
twerp actually thought I took him seriously 
enough to want to inflict physical damage 
on him. 

Apparently, this K.G.B. story has been 
circulated around our movement by the 
recent plotters and has been taken up by 
their leader, yet not one of them has ever 
seen fit to raise it with me face-to-face or 
even on the telephone! } 

Another colleague of mine has been 
subjected to another kind of attack of a 
much more personal nature, yet always 
behind his back and where he is never present 
to reply. Whether this is connected with the 
fact that he is of rather large physical stature 
and not known for his placid temper is a 
matter of conjecture. 


MONUMENTAL CONCEIT 


These few examples have afforded us a 
glimpse of the kind of men who have recently 
appealed to the members of the National 
Fron: to forsake that party and follow them 
on their new venture. The examples are, as I 
have pointed out, not far different from 
those provided by previous manifestations 
of the same tendency. 

I have not troubled in this analysis to 
examine the merits or otherwise of the case 
presented by the defectors to justify their 
defection; that has been done quite adequa- 
tely elsewhere. My point, in case the reader 
has not already grasped it, is to say that 
even were that case proven to the hilt the 
defectors will still go the way of all their 
predecessors because of the limitations that 
are inherent in themselves. 

Only such a harlequinade of people 
could sustain the monumental conceit to 
think themselves capable of forming a 
rallying point for the patriotic elements of 
the British populace. No doubt when that 
populace treats them with the scorn that is 
coming to them, it will be it (the populace) 
that is wrong, and not they. 
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IF EVER proof were needed that British 
universities harbour people of communist 
and subversive affiliations, the presence of 
Owen Lattimore at Leeds University is it! 
Lattimore, an American, was apparently 
invited to Britain by the University in 
1963, according to an article in the York- 
shire Evening Post recently. This was the 
man who, as a member of the executive 
committee of the Institute of Pacific Rela- 
tions, a subversive body financed by the 
international bankers, played a key role in 
selling out China to the Communists. Incre- 
dibly, this same man was then allowed to 
come to Britain and establish a “‘Depart- 
ment of Chinese Studies” at a British 
University. 

The Yorkshire Evening Post article 
which revealed Lattimore’s presence made a 
vague reference to the fact that he was “‘at 
one time hounded by McCarthy in America 
for suspected Communist connections”’, but 
the facts are a lot more conclusive than that. 


PATRONAGE OF WALL ST. 


According to Prof. Carroll.Quigley in 
Tragedy and Hope, the Institute of Pacific 
Relations (IPR) was created by the Wall St. 
international financiers, who supported it to 
the tune of 2.5 milliondollars funded through 
the Rockefeller and Carnegie Foundations 
from 1925 until 1950. Other funds came 
from firms associated with these Wall St. 
interests, including Standard Oil (Rocke- 
feller), ITT (Kuhn, Loeb & Co), Chase 
National Bank (Rockefeller) and others. 
Quigley states: “The influence of the Com- 
munists in IPR is well established, but the 
patronage of Wall St. is less well known’. 
The main channel of Wall St. funds to the 
IPR was Jerome D. Greene, a Rockfeller 
agent who wrote the IPR’s constitution and 
was its Chairman for three years. Greene was 
also one of the founders of the sinister 
Council on Foreign Relations, the invisible 
U.S. Government controlled by the bankers. 

In 1951, the McCarran Committee, a 
Senate Internal Security Sub-committee 
established to examine the fall of China, 
declared that China had been lost to the 
Communists by the deliberate actions of a 
group of academic “experts” on the IPR 
who advised the U.S. Government on Far 
Eastern policy. These people had seen to it 
that that consultant jobs on Far Eastern 
affairs within the State Department and other 
government agencies were restricted to 
people approved by the IPR. 

The Institute was, in fact, riddled with 
communist agents. These included Lattimore 
himself, Frederick Vanderbilt Field (the 
wealthy Communist Party member with Wall 
St. connections who contributed a total of 
60,000 dollars to the IPR), T.A. Bisson, 
Philip J. Jaffe and top Chinese Communist 
in the United States, Y.Y. Hsu. Lattimore 
and Bisson were also members of the board 
of the IPR’s Amerasia magazine, owned by 
Field and Jaffe and edited by the latter. In 
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Owen Lattimore 


atLeeds 


University 


THE MAN DESCRIBED AS “A CONSCIOUS, ARTICULATE 
INSTRUMENT OF THE SOVIET CONSPIRACY” 


1945, the FBI raided the Amerasia head- 
quarters and discovered 1,800 top-secret 
documents stolen from Government files. 
Managing editor Jaffe was arrested. In spite 
of this, Amerasia magazine, described as 
“really the IPR’s department of military 
intelligence”, continued to receive Rocke- 
feller money. Trustees of the IPR included 
the notorious Soviet agent Alger Hiss, and 
Paul G. Hoffman (CFR, Ford Foundation, 
Bilderberg Group), who later obtained 
1,134,000 dollars from the Ford Foundation 
to finance the campaign of the ‘American 
Friends Service Committee’, which white- 
washed the Communist seizure of China. 


COMMUNIST PLAN 


Prof. Quigley admits that the IPR 
developed a “party line’ on China which in 
turn became the “‘line”’ adopted by the State 
Department. This line happened to coincide 
with that of the Soviet Union, namely that 
China and its 600,000,000 inhabitants should 
be turned over to the Communist bloc. Alan 
Stang, in his book The Actor (John Foster 
Dulles) declares that: “The Communist plan 
was to use tax-exempt foundations ... such 
as IPR . . . to finance studies which would 
soften up American heads without whose 
approval, or at least aquiescence, the delivery 
of China to the Marxists could not possibly 
be arranged”’. 

The conclusion of the Congressional 
Reece Committee to investigate Tax-Exempt 
Foundations (1953) was that: “The IPR has 
been considered by the American Communist 
Party and by Soviet officials as an instrument 
of Communist policy, propaganda and mili- 
tary information originally from Soviet and 
Communist sources”. It further stated: 
“During the period 1945-1949 persons asso- 
ciated with the Institute of Pacific Relations 
were instrumental in keeping United States 
policy on a course favourable to Communist 
objectives in China. Persons associated with 
the IPR were influential in 1949 in giving 
United States far eastern policy a direction 
that furthered Communist purposes . . . (The 
IPR) probably had more to do than any other 
single factor with conditioning our people to 
abandon the mainland of China to the Com- 


munists. Its influence even penetrated the 
State Department. And its support came 
chiefly from large, tax-exempt American 
foundations”’. 

The Committee was unequivocal on 
the role of Lattimore. It declared: ““Owen 
Lattimore was, from some time beginning 
in the 1930’s, a conscious, articulate instru- 
ment of the Soviet conspiracy. Effective 
leadership by the end of 1934 established 
and implemented an official connection with 
G.N. Voitinski, Chief of the Far Eastern 
Division of the Communist International”. 
Lattimore was also coupled with ‘Larry’ 
Rosinger, named in a public hearing as a 
Soviet agent, as having “diligently been 
preparing propaganda for years to speed the 
destruction of China’. 


HISTORY OF SUBVERSION 


The IPR set-up is one of the clearest 
instances of the secret nexus that exists 
between cosmopolitan high finance aid the 
Communist conspiracy, and Owen Lattimore 
was in it up to his neck. Indeed, Lattimore’s 
subversive activities go back a long way. 
During the period before Pearl Harbour, 
when the United States was trying to pick a 
quarrel with Japan in order to enter the war 
against Hitler, Lattimore was one of the 
American advisers to the Chinese leader, 
Chiang Kai-shek. In this capacity he worked 
closely with Lauchlin Currie, President 
Roosevelt’s assistant on Far Eastern Affairs 
who was later revealed to be yet another 
Soviet agent. The basis of America’s quarrel- 
picking strategy was an economic blockade 
of Japan, ostensibly over Japan’s invasion of 
Chinese Manchuria. Lattimore’s role was to 
ensure that America would refuse any 
Japanese proposal for a compromise peace in 
exchange for a lifting of the U.S. blockade. 
The reason was quite simple: any peace with 
Japan would have made it almost impossible 
for America to enter the war against Germany. 
When the U.S. Secretary of State, Cordell 
Hull, put forward a proposal for a 90-day 
truce between Japan and the US.A., during 
which time America would resume economic 
relations, this move was blocked by Latti- 
more and Currie. This again was a directly 


PROF. OWEN LATTIMORE 
He has dedicated his life to advancing 
Communism. 


pro-Soviet strategy, since Russia desperately 


needed American intervention in face of the 
successful German onslaught. 

After the war, Lattimore continued 
to act as an agent for the international 
banking fraternity, in company with a 
famous crew of communist subversives. He 
was among the 74 members of the Council 
on Foreign Relations who attended the 
first U.N. Conference at San Francisco in 


1945, iong with other notable CFR Soviet 
agent such as Alger Hiss and Harry Dexter 
Whit The delegation also included John 


Carter Vincent (security risk) and Philip 
Jessup, one of Lattimore’s pals on the 
executive of the subversive IPR. How 
wonderful to think that the future security 
of the world was planned by such spotless 
idealists as these! Lattimore was also one of 
the insiders privileged enough to know the 
real purpose that lay behind America’s no- 
win strategy in Korea. In an article in the 
New York Daily Compass, (July 17, 1949), 
he stated that the idea was to let South 
Korea fall, without it looking as if the 
United States had pushed her. 

It is, of course, an absolute disgrace 
that Britain should ever have given sanctuary 
to this individual, let alone an academic post 
in one of our universities. And there is little 
doubt that Lattimore is the same man as he 
always was, a dedicated pro-Communist. The 
building which now houses the Department 
of Chinese Studies at Leeds University was 
at one time the Leeds headquarters of Sir 
Oswald Mosley’s movement. When Lattimore 
took it over in 1963, as he brazenly told 
Yorkshire Evening Post reporter Christopher 
Monckton, he “desanitised it with a judicious 
application of Maoism’’. If it ever needed 
desanitising, it certainly does now. 


A GLANCE AT OUR 


IN BRITAIN today crimes of violence are 


‘increasing at an unprecedented rate. Police 


Federation chairman Leslie Male spoke last 
month of the appalling decline of law and 
order in this country, and the corresponding 
rise in murders, rapes and brutal, senseless 
assaults. The number of serious crimes in 
1965 was a record one million. Now, ten 
years later, that figure has doubled. A com- 
parison with the Britain of forty years ago 
is even more striking. Violent crimes in 1935 
numbered 1,287. In 1974 they had reached 
a shocking 52,690. Murders and man- 
slaughters in 1935 totalled 60. By 1974, 
with capital punishment abolished, the figure 
had swollen to over 600. Police experts 
forecasting crime patterns estimate that law- 
lessness will increase another 10 per cent this 
year alone. The biggest rise will be in street 
violence, muggings and juvenile crime, and a 
large proportion of offenders in these cate- 
gories are, of course, coloured immigrants. 
According to the Lord Chancellor last year, 
the only answer to this frightful crime wave 
is to punish violent criminals in a way that 
shows society’s condemnation. Violence on 
this scale is the price we pay for being soft 
with criminals. . . 

Meanwhile, at Nottingham Prison, 
fitted carpeting, new sink units for nappy 
washing, two sophisticated electric extrac- 
tor fans, and a deep freeze for the sale of ice 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


I quite agree that societies perish because they are degenerate, and for no other 


‘“GIVILISED SOCIETY’ 


cream are just some of the newitems designed 
to make life more comfortable in the pri- 
soners’ visiting area. Though perfectly ade- 
quate for a number of years, with facilities 
for tea-making, the area has recently under- 
gone an elaborate scheme of redesign and 
redecoration. In the children’s play room, 
for example, the little offspring of burglars, 
muggers and rapists can ride on a highly- 
priced rocking horse (£115), slide down an 
expensive children’s shute, or otherwise 
enjoy themselves while Daddy sinks his toes 
into the fitted Axminster and licks an ice 
cream in the visiting area. 

It isestimated that the whole ‘improve- 
ment’ scheme cost between £5,000 and 
£6,000. At the prison gate, however, is a 
notice requesting prison staff to donate 
towards a kidney machine for the wife of 
one of their colleagues! Moreover, the prison 
staff have waited years for a designated area 
for an official mess, where they could enjoy 
a simple and officially sanctioned cup of 
tea. And they are still waiting. 

This is the insane world to which ‘pro- 
gressive’ ideas on crime have brought us — 
pampering the criminals while the number 
of murders and acts of violence breaks all 
records. This is the “civilised society” which 
the established parties have created for the 
British people! 


reason. This is the evil condition which makes them wholly unable to withstand the 
shock of the disasters which close in upon them; and when they can no longer endure 
the blows of adverse fortune, and have no power to raise their heads when the scourge 
has passed, then we have the sublime spectacle of a nation in agony. If it perish, it is 
because it has no longer the same vigour as it had of old in battling with the dangers of 
life; in a word, because it is degenerate .. . 

The word degenerate, when applied to a people, means (as it ought to mean) 
that the people has no longer the same intrinsic value as it had before, because it no 
longer has the same blood in its veins, continual adulterations having gradually affected 
the quality of that blood. In other words, though the nation bears the name given by 
its founders, the name no longer connotes the same race; in fact, the man of a decadent 
time, the degenerate man properly so called, is a different being, from the racial 
point of view, from the heroes of the great ages . . . The heterogeneous elements that 
henceforth prevail in him give him quite a different nationality — a very original one, 
no doubt, but such originality is not to be envied. He is only a very distant kinsman of 
those he still calls his ancestors. He, and his civilisation with him, will certainly die on 
the day when the primordial race-unit is so broken up and swamped by the influx of 
foreign elements, that its effective qualities have no longer a sufficient freedom of 
action. It will not, of course, absolutely disappear, but it will in practice be so beaten 
down and enfeebled, that its power will be felt less and less as time goes on. It is at this 
point that all the results of degeneration will appear, and the process may be considered 
complete. 


— Arthur de Gobineau 
The Inequality of Human Races 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


THE SCORE 


FEW parties can claim that they are satisfied 
with the quality of all the election candidates 
they put up. The National Front is no 
exception. 

Every political party just has to be 
grateful for, and make the best use of, what- 
ever human material is available to it. It is 
because of this that the NF finds itself 
having to nominate such as Mr. John Score. 

John was Islington NF Branch’s can- 
didate in the February and October, 1974 
General Election, and was re-adopted as 
Prospective Candidate for the next election. 
He is a big, ruddy-faced Garth of a man, 
and really quite staggeringly foolish. 

He spent the last election campaign 
confiding to his helpers that he would get 
“at a conservative estimate not less than 
17,000 votes”. When he achieved an NF 
average of about 1,400 votes, he calmly 
turned to his supporters and smiled know- 
ingly, saying: ““See? Just what I predicted!” 

That his grasp of National Front 
policy is not strong is an understatement. 
During the last election he rang me to say 
that he had been invited, along with other 
candidates in the election, to address a 
forum on the Common Market. Could he 
please come down and have a chat with 
me, just so he could “brush up” on a few 
points? 

Within five minutes it was clear that 
he knew nothing of the Common Market, 
and had not troubled to read any party 
literature on the subject. Within an hour it 
was clear that he was not absorbing any of 
the simple points which were being made to 
him, and was certainly not going to be cap- 
able of making any kind of meaningful 
statement at the forum. 

Consequently, he was simply pro- 
vided with a statement, a few hundred words 
in length (typed in triple spacing and in 
capital letters), which he was asked to read 
out ... and this he did with great feeling 
and to thunderous applause. 

This is not to say that John does not 
consider himself to be a profound thinker. 
He does some very hard thinking and comes 
up with some novel, not to say extraordinary 
ideas. For example, he advocated that all the 
Black people in Britain would immediately 
repatriate themselves if White people took 
up eating rice. 

“If we ate up all the rice, then there’d 
be none left in the shops for them -- and as 
they can’t live without rice, they’d all go 
home!” 

What a sage! 
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FASCISTS OUT! 


Is it any wonder, then, in view of his 
naive and uncomplicated nature, that he 
should become convinced of the rightness of 
the cause of expert political three-card-trick 
exponents such as J. Kingsley Read? 

Is it any wonder that, after a dazzling 
display of golden teeth, rings, cufflinks and 
lies from Mr. Read, our John should stagger 
straight into the office of the Jslington 
Gazette and there deliver an incredible 
attack on the National Front on behalf of 
Mr. Read’s splinter group. 

“In our new party”, quoth John the 
Sage, “‘we have got rid of all the people who 
had any taint of Fascism or Nazism about 
them. We are now respectable, and we will 
be popular therefore!” 

The Jslington Gazette, well known for 
its hatred of the National Front, ‘splashed’ 
John’s pronouncements and even showed a 
photograph of his face — his big, wide blue 
eyes glistening with self-satisfied stupidity. 
The very fact of the publicity he achieved 
should have woken John up, for in the 
months past he had never ceased to bewail 
the fact that: “The Jslington Gazette never 
gives me any publicity — it’s always out to 
say something hostile against the NF”’. 

Suddenly — for a day — John is a 
star in the Gazette. One’s immediate reac- 
tion to him is that of anger. But his whole 
history indicates that only pity is really 
appropriate for such as John. He and saps 
like him who have followed Read into the 
wilderness really do feel that they have 
ceased to be in the company of ‘Nazis’ and 
‘extremists’, now that they have left the 
NF. 

Because they believe this, they believe 
that they will be ‘respectable’, that there will 
be no smear leaflets directed against them 
and their new party by the Zionists and the 
Communists at election times, and that there- 
fore they will be able to get down and 
promote their “political careers” without 
distraction or harrassment. 


STRANGE COMPANY 


Well, has this new party of Mr. Read’s 
(that is to say, of his patron’s, Mr. Gordon 
‘Brown’) got shot of any persons with ‘a 
past’? Mr. Tom Benford, a member of the 
Central Committee (!) of the splinter group, 
thinks not. 

“I give you my promise”’, he said at a 
meeting in Islington in mid-January, “that 


GETTING TO KNOW 


all persons in our new party who have any 
kind of a Nazi or Fascist background will be 
expelled!” 

One wonders when that promise will 
be implemented — for Mr. Benford has quite 
a job on his hands, as the following letter 
published in the Hackney Gazette on 20th 
January illustrates. 


IN the Hackney Gazette of 
January 13 we read of a new 
party formed by some ex- 
National Front members. One 
of these, Keith Squires, 
stated that the formation of 
this new party, the National 
Party, “was the only way of 
getting rid of the Nazi-type 
image.” 


With regard to the Nation- 
al Party’s claims to respect- 
ability, the following facts 
should be considered. 

Denis Pirie, a founding 
member of the NP, was a 
leading member of Colin 
Jordan’s National Socialist 
(Nazi) Movement and was 
imprisoned, along with 
Jordan, in 1962 for three 
months’ for organising a 


para-military organisation. 


Similarly, Gordon Brown 
and Peter Holland, both lead- 
ing NP members, were. once 
members of the _ virulently 
‘anti-Semitic Greater Britain 
Movement. 

Another NP member, 
Robin Beauclair, was res- 
ponsible for the publication 
of the anti-Semitic booklet 
“Did Six Million Really Die?” 
which denies that Nazi con- 
centration camps existed and 
is advertised in the monthly 
paper of the American Nazi 
Party. 

If Mr. Squires really wants 
to get rid of the Nazi-image, 
he has chosen some strange 
company with which to do 
it—J. GOLD, c/o A. F. & R. 
Publications, 21 Great West- 
ern Buildings, 6 Livery Street, 
Birmingham, 3. 


I happen to believe that the historical 
facts quoted in Mr. Gold’s letter are irrele- 
vant in the context of understanding what 

Contd. on page 17 


NEIL FARNELL (TGWU) 


TROUBLES GALORE 


THINK we're the only ones who have had 
internal troubles? No way. Our enemies on 
the Left have no cause to gloat — they’ve got 
their own acute internal dissension. The 
Central Committee of the communist Inter- 
national Socialists recently gave the IS. 
“left faction” an ultimatum to either “cease 
factional activity or to leave I.S.” Another 
squabble in the I.S. was the refusal of an 
A.U.E.W. “fraction” to support the I.S. — 
favoured candidate in the National Organiser’s 
ballot — for which they were expelled. Yet 
another faction are opposed to the manipula- 
tive and gimmicky I.S. “Right to Work” 
campaign. All this bickering is reported to 
have led to a severe drop in membership 
and sales of the I.S. comic Socialist Worker. 

There is also considerable unrest with- 
in the Communist Party. A typical critic at 
the late — ‘75 C.P. congress stated lamen- 
tably: “Contrary to every member’s expecta- 
tions, we find the Party decaying faster even 
than capitalism. Membership is falling, sales 
of the Morning Star are going down, the 
Y.C.L. declines by over a fifth in the past 
years, electorally we are nothing but a 
laughing stock, dues payment is substantially 
in arrears and — most important of all — 
there is a dispirited and divided member- 
rats 


EDUCATION IN DANGER 


IF reports in the educational press recently 
that almost 10,000 new teachers leaving 
college next summer will be unable to obtain 
work are true, then this is an appalling indict- 
ment of the unnecessary Government- 
imposed education cuts. Apparently, efforts 
will be made to reduce the education budget 
by leaving teaching posts unfilled as vacan- 
cies occur. Classes in general are already far 
too large, and as a result of this practice will 
be forced to become even larger. 

To deny Britain’s children the right to 
a decent education is a crime both to them 
and to the nation. It will not only prevent 
them from developing their individual talents 
and abilities to the full, but will rob our 
country of the future prosperity it would 
enjoy from giving to its young people the 
best in education and training. 

The treacherous Wilson Government 
is not only cutting back on education, but 
through its disastrous economic policies is 
ensuring that thousands of young people are 
thrown on the dole as soon as they leave 
school! If the Labour Government bemoans 
the. excuse that Britain cannot afford to 
spend more adequately on education, it 
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should either rapidly adopt nationalist 
economic policies to remedy the situation, 
or resign and make way for a party that will. 


HELPFUL HANDBOOKS 


SOME very useful handbooks for trade union 
activists appeared on the market late last 
year. They are entitled The Key Skills and 
are the first four in a series called Trade 
Union Industrial Studies, which when com- 
plete will contain 12 volumes, each of about 
100 pages. The four are sub-titled Calcula- 
ting; Statistics for Beginners; The Organised 
Worker; and The Activist’s Handbook. The 
last offers the trade union reader some 
extremely helpful information on how to 
conduct meetings, frame motions and deal 
with the Press. 

These handbooks, which should be 
very useful to National Front TU activists, 
are published by Arrow Books and cost 75p 
for the basic ones and £2.75 for the master 
volume. 


SAVAGE RAIL CUTS 


ON December 11th the leaders of Britain’s 
three rail unions predicted massive future 
cuts in our rail network. The cutback would 
mean a huge decimation of British Rail’s 
labour force from 256,000 to below 100,000. 
Their predictions were based on the effects 
of orders from the Wilson. Government to 
the British Railways Board to hold down its 
investment over the next four years. 

This is a threat, not only to the jobs of 
rail workers, but to the nation as a whole. In 
this time of drastic curtailment of some 
regional bus services, people need the rail- 
ways. A complete nationwide rail and public 
transport system is also essential if the 
economic decline in the North, Scotland, 
Wales and other regions is to be ended. 

The “Keep Public Transport — No Rail 
Cuts”’ campaign started by the rail unions is 
vital, and deserves the support of the entire 
Nationalist and trade union movement. 


COMMON SENSE 


THREE Dutch trade union federations repre- 
senting about 1.5 million workers have 
declined an invitation by a Soviet ‘trade 
union’ delegation to visit the Soviet police 
state later this year. 

There has been a lack of agreement, or 
even mutual understanding, in talks with the 
Soviet delegates on freedom of trade unions 
in the Soviet Union and on basic human 
rights in Russia in general, a spokesman of 
the Socialist Federation said in Amsterdam. 


UNEMPLOYMENT GETS WORSE 


LAST November’s official unemployment 
figures were the highest for that month since 
the last war. And whereas one in 33 workers 
were without a job at the time of the last 
general election, now one in 18 is. The latest 
statistics on price rises also reveal that £1 at 
that time is worth only 80p today! Nearly 
all the forecasts, both by the Wilson Govern- 
ment and independent au‘horities, predict 
that, at best, the situation will continue until 
mid-1977. 

It has been estimated that Britain is 
losing around £4,000 million in lost produc- 
tion every year through unemployment. In 
addition, over £2,000 million a year is spent 
on dole and social security payments, which 
would otherwise be available for education, 
housing and the health service. 

The appalling conclusion of all this 
must be that the Labour Government has 
betrayed not only the very people who voted 
for it but the whole trade union movement 
as well! All working people will not continue 
to stand for this, because despite the subser- 
vient attitude of the TUC bureaucrats toward 
the Government, organised workers resent 
the acceptance of policies which are hitting 
their living standards and job security; and 
the rank and file battle for jobs is now under 
way. 

The initiative and leadership in this 
struggle must not be left to subversive Com- 
munist organisations. All patriotic trade 
unionists both inside and outside the National 
Front must win over and organise their 
fellow workers at this crucial time. And the 
National Front itself must direct far more 
resources into its own trade union organisa- 
tion for it to be effective in the coming 
struggle for industrial leadership. 


BACK ISSUES AVAILABLE 


We have 2 considerable number of 
back issues available at the moment dating 
back to issue No. 79 (Sept/Oct. 1974). 
To clear these we are offering them at 
specially reduced prices. These are:— 
6p each 
5p each 

100—249 copies: 3p each 

250 copies and over 2p each 

These are real bargains. Order your 
copies now. Postage should be estimated 
on the basis of 2 oz. per copy. We cannot 
dispatch copies if money for postage is 
not sent. 

Orders to: 91 Connaught Road, 
Teddington, Middx. (Tel. 01-977 2452). 


20—49 copies: 
50—99 copies: 
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The Captive Nations 


Which one willl be next? 


Nations 


ARMENIA 
AZERBAIJAN 
WHITE RUSSIA 
GEORGIA 

THE UKRAINE 
TURKISTAN 
ESTONIA 
LATVIA 
LITHUANIA 
ALBANIA 
BULGARIA 
YUGOSLAVIA 
POLAND 
RUMANIA 
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 
NORTH KOREA 
CHINA 
HUNGARY 

EAST GERMANY 
NORTH VIETNAM 
CUBA 

TIBET 
CAMBODIA 
SOUTH VIETNAM 


Population 


1,763,048 
3,697,717 
8,054,648 
4,044,000 
43,527,000 
1,516,375 
1,356,500 
2,365 ,000 
3,129,000 
2,315,000 
8,565,000 
20,938,000 
33,276,800 
20,770,000 
14,572,350 
14,680,000 


800,720,000 


10,415,626 
17,012,000 
22,040,000 
8,750,000 
1,500,000 
7,190,000 
19,213,000 


Capital 


ERIVAN 
BAKU 

MINSK 
TIFLIS 

KIVU 
ASHKHABAD 
TALLIN 
RIGA 

VILNA 
TIRANA 
SOFIA 
BELGRADE 
WARSAW 
BUCAREST 
PRAGUE 
PYONG YUNG 
PEKING 
BUDAPEST 
EAST BERLIN 
HANOI 
HAVANA 
LHASA 
PHNOM PENH 
SAIGON 


Year of Fall 


The terrible march of Communism 


ABOVE are listed the nations that 
have fallen to Communism in a period 
of only 50 years. Which one will be 
next? Thailand? Portugal? Angola? 
Already Communism has imposed its 
tyrannical system on one third of the 
globe, and holds in slavery more than 
one third of the world’s population. 
Paralysed by a lack of will to survive, 
the West seems incapable of resisting 
this terrible onslaught of barbarism. 
As the Communists turn their atten- 
tion to Angola, only heroic South 
Africa has made a vain effort to repel 
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their onward march. If they win in 
Angola, the sea lanes to Europe (and 
the very survival of the West) will be 
in even greater danger as the Soviet 
Union inexorably completes its encir- 
clement. Hence the assault on Southern 
Africa, on Portugal, and on the vital 
area of the Middle East. 

Alexander Solzhenitsyn has said 
truly that the Third World War has 
already been fought and lost — and 
the West has lost it. “In its efforts to 
avoid the Third World War at all costs, 
the West in effect allowed it to slip 


into the world, allowed it to devastate 
the world, enslave a score of countries 
and completely modify the face of the 
earth.” Since 1945, the Western 
nations, says Solzhenitsyn, have been 
in ‘‘a long, sinuous descent towards 
enfeeblement and decadence . . . the 
victorious nations have turned them- 
selves into vanquished nations, having 
given up altogether more countries 
and peoples than were ever ceded in 
any capitulation in any other way in 
human history”’. 


REVIEW 


THE DEEP TRAITS 


OF RACE 


RACIAL KINSHIP: THE DOMINANT FAC- 
TOR IN NATIONHOOD by H.B. Isherwood 
(Racial Preservation Society, 30p) 


THIS IS the fourth in the author’s series of 
booklets on the race issue. The first two, 
Man’s Racial Nature (1969) and Religion & 
the Racial Controversy (1970), exposed the 
false equalitarian propaganda of the United 
Nations and the communist-infiltrated 
Churches, while the third, Race and Nation- 
hood (1972) was devoted to “The Menace of 
Multiracialism” and a description of the 
racial patchwork of mankind. Racial Kinship 
summarises much that the author has pre- 
viously written, but it is no less valuable while 
the thick fog of ignorance and deception still 
clouds the vital question of race in this 
country. 

Nowhere is this ignorance and decep- 
tion greater than on the question of racial 
differences, a topic which the author exam- 
ines with refreshing candour. Soppy humani- 
tarians and Marxist believers in fictitious 
equality like to pretend that races differ only 
in the colour of their skin; otherwise we are 
all supposed to be one, great (and, of course, 
equal) Brotherhood of Man, the same in 
body and mind at birth. The scientific fact 
is, on the other hand, (and this had better be 
said before the new race laws forbid it), that 
the Negro has a smaller brain and a much 
less complex cerebral structure, in areas 
responsible for the higher intellectual pro- 
cesses, than the Caucasian and Mongoloid 
races. This, like skin colour, is a genetically 
inherited characteristic and therefore not 
susceptible to change by environment or 
education. 

Mr. Isherwood comments: “Measured 
by standards of intellectual achievement the 
primary Negroid races of Africa, despite their 
vast numbers and long history under favour- 
able conditions, seem to occupy a lowly place 
in human advancement. Not all writers may 
endorse Toynbee’s conclusion that the Black 
races (meaning the Negroid races of Africa) 
have not as yet contributed anything of value 
to civilisation, but to date no authority has 
furnished any evidence rebutting this view. 
To account for this astonishing discrepancy 
in cultural performance between the races 
one is left with no alternative but to assume 
the existence of some genetic deficiency 
(possibly paedomorphic) in innate mental 
capacity, particularly with regard to abstract 
reasoning, in the Negroid inheritance. Envir- 
onment alone certainly does not explain it. 
In confirmation of this countless mental 
tests (1.Q.) have been carried out over the 


past fifty years under laboratory conditions in 
which all external factors such as upbringing, 
education, social status and ‘“‘examination 
nerves” have been given due weight. The 
results of these tests provide incontrovertible 
evidence that the native Negroid brain lags 
behind both Caucasoid and Mongoloid in 
evolutionary progression”’. 


When one considers that these are’ 


facts established by the sciences of genetics, 
physical anthropology and psychology, and 
that the U.N. and political Establishment 
throughout the world is meanwhile declaring 
that there are no innate differences between 
the races, then it is clear that a well-planned 
and profoundly evil deception is taking place 
behind the mask of humanitarianism. 

Racial Kinship stresses the predom- 
inance of Natural Law. The author underlines 
the point that sexual selection, the mutual 
liking shown in mating amongst civilised 
peoples, is an integral part of nature’s selec- 
tive machinery, and that the natural choice 
of people to associate intimately with mem- 
bers of their own racial kind is nature’s 
healthy way of ordering things. Such a state- 


‘ment of the obvious is only made necessary 


in a civilisation warped by the sickly obses- 


sion with integrating the races. Mr. Isherwood 
also administers hammer blows to Marxist 
racial propaganda and the popular myth that 
slavery was a condition imposed solely on 
the coloured races by the European. Much 
of the section on “Racial Upsurges’’, dealing 
with the vital workings of race throughout 
the world, is devoted to a study of those 
remarkable people, the Jews, whose exclu- 
siveness and racial dynamism (unaccountably 
permitted to no one else) remains a fine 
example to us all. 

Racial Kinship is the kind of readable, 
well-produced volume that we have come to 
expect from the Racial Preservation Society. 


PASS 
SPEARHEAD 


ON WHEN YOU HAVE 
FINISHED READINGS IT 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


SPEARHEAD is not at the moment 
able to be self-supporting; it needs 
voluntary contributions over and 
above income from sales and sub- 
scriptions in order to meet running 
costs. 

Your help would be greatly 
appreciated. Please make out your 
postal orders or cheques to Spear- 
head, and send them to: 91 Con- 
naught Road, Teddington, Middx. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for 
themselves every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by 
filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount 


applicable. 


SURFACE MAIL OR AIR MAIL 


RATES (12 issues): 


British Isles: 
Overseas surface mail: 


£2.58. 

£2.52 unsealed 

£4.68 sealed 

Overseas air mail: 
(unsealed) 


Far East 


£4.74 Canada, U.S.A., S. America, 
Africa, Middle East 
£5.34 Australia, New Zealand, 


Discounts can be obtained 
for bulk purchases as follows: — 


20—49 copies: 
50-99 copies: 
100—249 copies: 
250 copies and 
over: 


11p each 
9p each 
8p each 


6p each 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply as above if remittance is by international money 
order; if remittance is by cheque an additional charge of 25p applies, as our bankers require this 
as commission for the handling of all foreign cheques. 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 91 Connaught Road, 
Teddington, Middlesex. 
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SIR: I am sure many of your readers will 
know of Peter Simple’s character, Mrs. Dutt- 
Pauker, the Hampstead communist who leads 
the “Housewives for Peace” organisation. 
She is always at pains to emphasise her non- 
political position, and to stress that she 
speaks purely on behalf of “the housewives 
of Britain”’. 

Well, it’s quite clear that the Mrs. Dutt- 
Paukers have been out in force in Spain, 
along with all the other left-wing extremists 
posing as people interested in democracy or 
the cost of living. Riot police recently broke 
up an attempt by several hundred members 
of “housewives leagues” to march through 
central Madrid. These non-political “house- 
wives” had unfurled red banners which com- 
plained not only about rising prices but 
demanded an amnesty for all the subversive 
scum that Gen. Franco so wisely put behind 
bars. 

It is obvious that these people are no 
more disinterested, non-political housewives 
than Mrs. Dutt-Parker. They are just part of 
the general communist agitation that has 
broken out in a rash of strikes and demon- 
strations since the death of Franco. The 
proof of this is that, in addition to what 
would normally be quite reasonable demands 
for higher wages, these people are screaming 
for an amnesty for all the interned reds, reds 
exiled abroad and reds dismissed from their 
jobs. “If these demands are political”, says 
one strike leader, “then this is a political 
movement”. 

It is only to be hoped that the Spanish 
authorities see this movement for what it 
really is, and resist the bogus, communist 
inspired .demands for “‘liberalisation”. Like 
children when the firm hand of the father is 
removed, the communists are pushing to see 
how far they can go. They must not be 
allowed to go further. 

D. HAMILTON, 
Sherborne, Dorset. 


SIR: Richard Verrall is to be congratulated 
on his masterly analysis of the “Left Wing 
Shift in the National Front” in last month’s 
Spearhead. The article dealt with all the 
major aspects of this ideological tendency, 
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and expressed, I am sure, the disturbing 
feelings of many NF members who read 
Britain First. One can only be thankful that 
the “racial Trotskyites” removed themselves 
from the National Front in a self-imposed 
purge, which spared our leaders the messy 
problem of dealing with them. Let us now 
look forward to an NF newspaper that 
reflects the orthodox principles of hard- 
line nationalism. 

Mr. Verrall was mainly concerned with 
only one aspect of theleftward shift, but it is 


important to stress that those elements who 


have left the party represented two factions, 
not only the crypto-Marxists but the so-called 
‘populists’. Mr. Verrall referred to the latter 
briefly when he observed, quite correctly, 
that in any struggle between the two the 
former would win, because they are ideolo- 
gically motivated. This will certainly be the 
case if the pathetic little remnant calling 
itself the National Party survives for any 
time, which I doubt. Watching this ‘party’ of 
leaders and no members scrap amongst 
themselves should be rather amusing. 

We can be equally thankful for the 
departure of the populists from the NF, as 
these people represented a very great danger 
too. | know of people in this camp who 
actually advocated dropping our policies on 
repatriation and _ international finance, 
because they “frightened the public” or 
“offended people in high places”. This is 
exactly the kind of cowardly abdication that 
we have seen so often in the Establishment 


parties, and therefore not surprising that it 
was advocated for the National Front by a 
group of wet, ex-Conservatives. These kind 
of people will always pose one of the greatest 
dangers to the NF. We must always be on 
our guard, and make sure that those very 
welcome members from the Tory party are 
the kind of convinced, hard-line patriots 
who have made the National Front what it 
is today. 
NIGEL COUSINS, 
Deal, Kent. 


SIR: The Sex Discrimination Act has got to 
be the most ridiculous piece of legislation 
ever to find its way onto the Statute books. 
The reason is simply that the Act makes it 
illegal to naturally discriminate on the basis 
of the naturally inherited, biological charac- 
teristics which distinguish and separate the 
sexes. For example, an advertising firm 
designing a recruiting ad for a timber mer- 
chant cannot use a photograph of a burly, 
male lumberjack, but must use a photo of 
either a male and female lumberjack together, 
or no photo at all! How utterly insane. I am 
considering taking out an injunction in the 
High Court which will restrain the Almighty 
from persistently creating two sexes which 
differ in intelligence, bodily strength and 
functions and physical beauty, since this is 
blatant discrimination and the work of an 
obvious Fascist. 
R. FAULKNER, 
London W.1. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 
published in the Brighton Evening Argus. 


THE National Front has sur- 
vived many attacks from 
within and without, and the 
recent statement by Maj. H. 
W. Hill, of Crawley Branch, 
former Army _ intelligence 
officer, uses the same old 
fascist smear technique with- 
out producing one jot or 
tittle of evidence in support. 
His last-minute discovery 
of “fascist connections” in 
the National Front is a 
“golden oldie” of a denuncia- 
tion. One wonders why he 
has taken so long to discover 
this shocking state of affairs 
after working his way up 
into the chairmanship of one 
of the largest branches in 
Sussex, and in the process 
having access to all informa- 
tion regarding the National 
Front’s governing body. 
No, Maj. Hill, the fact that 
the National Front has an 
acknowledged leadership dis- 
pute that has been compared 
to the present situation in 
the Tory Party simply proves 


that the National Front is 
completely and obviously 
democratic. These disputes 
cannot happen in totalitarian 
organisations because they 
are not allowed to happen, 
any more than their workers 
are allowed to strike. 

The National Front is the 


only party that is actively: 


fighting communism in this 
country, including the creep- 
ing communism that has sub- 
verted so much of our estab- 
lishment, and it will take 
more than fascist smears and 
blimpish pique to stop our 
300 candidates organised for 
the next general election. 

As long-standing members 
of the National Front we 
would assure all those who 
are interested in the resur- 
gence of British patriotism 
that the. policies of the 
National Front will be in no 
wav affected or watered 
down. Ropes 

To paraphrase Sir Winston 


Churchill, we can still offer 
new members a diet of “mud, 
threats and .smears” from 
our opponents. We can also 
offer something else, and 
that is a chance to restore 
this once proud country to 
its former greatness. 
Resisting the urge to pre- 


‘face our signatures with the 


word “fascist” in inverted 
commas, but wishing to men- 
tion that we have, like Maj. 
Hill, made some contribu- 
tion to the security of this 
country, we are (Fit. Lt.) R. 
Wolton (served as Spitfire 
pilot during Battle of 
Britain), Broomfield Avenue, 
Telscombe Cliffs; (Mrs) 
Joan Polsue (ex WAAF), 
Middleton Avenue, Hove; 
Charles Parker een 4 
wounded during service wit 
the Special Air Services) 
Clarendon Villas, Hove; 
(Mrs) P. M. Wolton (ex 
WAAP), Broomfield Avenue, 
Telscombe Cliffs. 


GETTING TO KNOW THE SCORE 
- Contd. from page 12 


contemporary British Nationalism is all 
about. 

As it is Mr. Gold and his associates who pro- 
duce the anti-nationalist smear leaflets at 
election times which so upset Mr. Benford 
and those who think as he does, it seems to 
me that the hopes of those who have joined 
the new outfit in the belief that it would be 
smear-free are in for a rude awakening. 


POLITICAL FLY-BOYS 


Mr. Gold has not, of course, pin- 
pointed all the ‘extremists’ in Mr. Read’s 
new party. Take Mr. Read himself. In the 
days when he thought he could ingratiate 
himself with ‘hardliners’, he would often 
proclaim with boozy fervour: “I am a bigger 
Nazi than J.T. ever was!” 

To other audiences Read would pro- 
claim his and his wife’s “Jewish ancestry”’. 
His pal, Mr. Roy Painter, “boxed clever” in 
the same way. In a car on the way to an anti- 
E.E.C. meeting at Spelthorne, Middx., in 
May, 1975, Painter tried to impress me by 
saying: “What you don’t realise is that Iam 
a National Socialist at heart. Only I am 
careful!” 

Then we have Mr. Robin Beauclaire, 
who has done ever so well for himself in all 
manner of interesting business enterprises. 


Sor 2 things you 
sh uld read 


TH: SIEGE OF SOUTHERN AFRICA, 
Douglas Reed, 1974, 247p., £4.95 23%p 
postage. A famous and experienced journ- 
alist explains how Western policy in this 
area helps the Communists. 


WHILE BRITAIN SLEPT, Douglas Evans, 
1975, 160p., £2.00 16p postage. An expo- 
sure of the Common Market lobby in the 
political parties and the Civil Service, and 
the pressure from the United States which 
pushed Britain into the EEC. 


THE REVOLT AGAINST CIVILISATION, 
Lothrop Stoddard, 1922, rep.1950, 268p., 
90p 13%p postage. An established classic 
describing the threat to man of racial im- 
poverishment. 


THE PLACE OF PREJUDICE IN MODERN 
CIVILISATION, Sir Arthur Keith, 54p., 45p 
9p postage. A rectoral address to the students 
of Aberdeen University. 


All these titles are available from Nationalist 
Books, 91 Connaught Road, Teddington, 
Middlesex. 


Mr. Beauclaire, like Mr. ‘Brown’, is one of 
Mr. Read’s personal financial patrons. Mr. 
Beauclaire is on record on numerous 
occasions as scoffing at the “Six Million 
Jewish Dead” stories, indicating that he 
would have been happier had Britain fought 
alongside Germany against Russia, and that 
the whole pattern of history could be dis- 
cerned by a study of The Protocols of the 
Learned Elders of Zion — a tract which he 
personally distributed by the hundred- 
weight. Quite a moderate! 

The likes of John Score, Tom Benford, 
Henry Lord and Ellen Thompson have simply 
been conned by a small clique of political 
fly-boys who have preyed on their simple 
hopes and fears, and their magnificent ignor- 
ance. The fly-boys would parade through the 
streets decked out as Chassidic Rabbis, and 
then march the same route in full Gauleiter’s 
uniform, if they thought such a performance 
would win them “the seat in Parliament” or 
the “big cash backing” of their rotten hearts’ 
desire. 


INEVITABLE OPPOSITION 


Is there a lesson to be learned from all 
this tragedy and farce? Yes, there is — and I 
have mentioned it in Spearhead before:— 

A few years ago I happened to be in 
the Holborn area, where I bumped into a 
journalist from the organ of the Zionist 
movement in Britain, the Jewish Chronicle. 
We discussed the anti-NF smear leaflets 


RUSSIA GETS BIGGEST 


which were produced by the ‘defence’ sec- 
tions of the Jewish community organisa- 
tions. The journalist quite frankly declared 
that it was NOT the existence within the 
National Front of people who had “extre- 
mist pasts’ or “Nazi connections’? which 
caused the Zionist movement and its allies 
to campaign against the party. It was the 
NF’s nationalist policies which inevitably 
stirred up Zionist wrath. 

“You must understand that we Jews 
are cosmopolitan and international. We are a 
guest community wherever we are, and we 
can only thrive in liberal, international and 
cosmopolitan societies. 

“You people are Nationalists. We 
know what that means. Even if at the 
moment you had no ex-Nazi or Fascist mem- 
bers whatsoever; even if you genuinely did 
not even consider yourselves to be racialists, 
we would still have to oppose you. 

“Inevitably, any society which becomes 
Nationalistic becomes racialistic. It always 
follows. In your case, first you would deal 
with the Blacks, then you would come up 
against the Jewish Community. So we have 
to fight you from the outset.” 

Those who can grasp the full implica- 
tions of that lessen understand much — not 
least the corrupt and cowardly motives of 
the ‘Populist’ faction, whose desire for 
personal success, money and advancement 
was so frantic that they were prepared to 
treat with the enemy, and offer up their 
colleagues as sacrificial peace offerings. 


BANK LOAN IN HISTORY 


THE largest single bank loan in history has 

been made to the Soviet Union. It was 
announced in Paris receatly that the inter- 
national bankers Lazard Freres & Co. had 
loaned the record sum of 250 million dollars 
to the Communists. Lazard Freres is one of 
the financial institutions currently being 
boycotted by the Arab states because the 
firm is Zionist controlled. So much for the 
anti-communism that is supposed to distin- 
guish both Zionism and Western capitalism. 

And so much, too, for the alleged 
anti-Zionism of the Russians. “There is quite 
a contrast between Soviet and Arab atti- 
tudes”, commented Sargent Shriver, an 
employee of the Lazard-owned Fintec 
S.A.Co. and an American presidential can- 
didate. Certainly, if Russia was genuinely 
anti-Zionist, there would hardly be such prin- 
cely business deals as this. 

Russian Communism, of course, simply 
could not survive but for the sustenance it 
receives from international finance capitalism 
based in the West. Zionist financiers in 
America bankrolled the Russian Revolution 
in 1917 and, as Professor Sutton of Stanford 
University, California has shown, 90% of all 
Soviet technology has been made possible 


only by the largesse of Western finance 
capital. 

A strange alliance indeed. But not 
really so strange when one considers that 
these two world forces are both international 
and have complementary, global objectives. 
Detente, in fact, is nothing new. It has been 
practised ever since 1917. The difference is 
only that, with Western society so weakened 
and stupefied, agents of the financial elite 
like Henry Kissinger can now proclaim the 
alliance as a political ideal. 


THE BRITONS STUDY GROUP 


Are you interested in acquiring copies of 
genuine original pre- and post-War Right 
Wing journals such as Gothic Ripples, 
Free Britain, The Hidden Hand, The Free 


Press, The Patriot, A.N. Field's Examiner, 
and others? 


Send SAE for full details to The 


Britons Study Group, South View, 
Chawleigh, CHULMLEIGH, Devon, 
EX18 7HL. 
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GREAT SPIRIT OF UNITY 


AT N.F. LONDON RALLY 


JOHN TYNDALL TELLS MEMBERS: “THIS PARTY WILL LIVE FOREVER!” 


Certain left-wing journalists who were 
gleefully predicting the break-up of the 
National Front, and who now speak wish- 
fully rather than accurately about “what is 
left” of the NF, ought to have been at 
Conway Hall, Red Lion Square on the 14th 
January. There they would have seen the 
magnificent spirit of loyalty and party unity 
which has always been the strength of the 
National Front. It is this unshakeable spirit 
which is the guarantee of our party’s survival, 
and of its march into the future. 

Members from London, the Home 
Counties and South East filled Conway Hall 
to hear speeches by Charles Parker, Chair- 
man of Brighton Branch, Martin Webster, 
John Tyndall and Acting NF Chairman 
Andrew Fountaine. The chairman of the 
meeting was David Bruce, Directorate mem- 
ber and Enfield Branch Organiser. In a mag- 
nificent response to an appeal for funds by 
Martin Webster, members contributed no 
less than £1,900, a record for a mainly 
regional meeting of this kind. £600 alone 
came from individual contributions of 
£100, which is certainly without precedent 


Not responsible 


As Chairman of the National Front 
Policy Committee, | have had my atten- 
tion drawn to a pamphlet currently in 
circulation bearing the name of the party 
and entitled The right to survive. The 
pamphlet consists of 4 pages and deals 
with the impending new race laws. 

It is the normal procedure in the 
National Front for all publications of this 
kind to be published by the party’s Policy 
Committee and upon the responsibility of 
that Committee. As part of this, it is the 
rule that such publications are vetted by 
the Policy Committee with regard to their 
political content and their standards of 
spelling, punctuation, grammar and good 
English. 

In view of this rule, which is known 
to most members, it might be assumed 
that the above named publication has been 
issued on the responsibility of the Policy 
Committee and first vetted by that Com- 
mittee. I wish it to be known that this is 
not so, and that my first knowledge of 
the existence of the pamphlet, which in a 
length of app. 4,000 words contains no 
fewer than 126 errors, was when it came 
into my hands as a finished product off 
the printing press. JOHN TYNDALL 
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for a National Front meeting. In his appeal, 
Mr. Webster told the audience of the urgent 
need for party funds. These, he said, had 
been deliberately run into the red through 
the indiscriminate signing of cheques by Mr. 
Read and his fellow ‘democrats’ after the 
High Court ruling had signalled their failure 
to seize control of the party. 

John Tyndall and Andrew Fountaine 
received standing ovations at the opening 
and close of their speeches. Mr. Tyndall 


NEW HEADQ 


‘ 


UART 


called for all members of the party to close 
ranks. Organisers, he said, should act ruth- 
lessly with waverers and fence-sitters. He 
spoke of the enduring qualities of the 
National Front which had survived all 
attempts to subvert it in the past, and which 
assured its future. He ended his speech, to 
enthusiastic applause: “This party will live 
forever!” Andrew Fountaine closed the 
meeting by expressing the will of every mem- 
ber of the National Front — to go forward. 
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NEW NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 
91, Connaught Road, Teddington, Middlesex 
Tel: (01) 977 2452 


The National Front has now moved to 
its new Head Office building in the Greater 
London Area (pictured above), generously 
made available to the party by a local 
member of our Richmond & Kingston 
Branch. The building has three times the 
space of our former offices at Pawsons Road 
Croydon, and is situated in a pleasant, 
residential area. 

Four large rooms on the ground floor 
are immediately available for party use as 
our Editorial Office, Reception & Bookshop, 
Clerical Office and Packing & Despatch 


department. It is hoped that, in due course, 


some of the first floor space will also be 
made available. 

The nearest B.R. station to our new 
Headquarters is FULWELL (which is reached 
from Clapham Junction), and from Fulwell 
station it is approx. 2 minutes walk. 

We take this opportunity to remind 
NF Branch and Group Organisers that exist- 
ing supplies of literature which carry our 
former Croydon address can still be used 
until these run out. A redirection order has 
been placed with the Post Office, so that 
all enquiries in response to existing literature 
will reach us at our new H.Q. 


Editorship 


of Spearhead 


In order to relieve Mr. ‘ohn Tyndall 
of the monthly editorial tasks of Spearhead, 
so that he can devote his energies to full- 
time party work, Mr. Richard Verrall takes 
over the editorship of Spearhead, begin- 
ning with this issue. As founder and pub- 
lisher, of course, Mr. Tyndall retains his 
personal control of the journal and of its 
overall editorial policy. Mr. Martin Webster 
remains Contributing Editor. 

Mr. Verrall, A London University 
graduate who is a close colleague of Mr. 
Tyndall and a member of the NF Policy 


Richard Verrall 


Committee, pledges to maintain the high 
standards by which its founder established 
Spearhead as Britain’s leading journal of 
Nationalist opinion, and equally to maintain 
its political ideology of hard-line and uncom- 
promising British Nationalism. 

As part of the recent shake-up at NF 
Headquarters which involved the dismissal 
of certain employees, Mr. Verrall joins our 
full-time Head Office staff. 


CO-OPTIONS TO 
DIRECTORATE 


The following elected officers of the 
party have been co-opted’ onto the NF 
National Directorate to fill a number of the 
vacancies left by recent resignations: Mr. 
Michael Stubbs, of Brent Branch, 
who becomes our new National Treasurer; 
and Mr. Malcolm Smith, Chairman of West 
Herts Branch. 


There is a golden rule in the political 
life of Britain today, and a very simple one. 
It is this: The man who is most vilified, 
attacked and smeared by the enemy, whether 
by the forces of the Establishment or by the 
enemy within, you can rest assured is a man 
who is a threat to the enemy. The more he is 
attacked, the more certain it is that he is a 
man on your side and in your cause. 

When the National Front was forging 
ahead under the leadership of John Tyndall, 
it was he who bore the brunt of these attacks, 
and they lasted until quite recently. For the 
moment, the tactics have switched. Now it 
is Martin Webster, NF National Activities 
Organiser, whom the enemy have been ovt 
to ‘get’ in a concerted campaign of personal 
vilification. This campaign, significantly, was 
at its most vociferous throughout the recent 
attempt to subvert the National Front. 

Martin Webster’s critics (who, one 
observes, lack even one particle of his poli- 
tical talents and preparedness for sacrifice on 
behalf of the party), are only following in 
the exalted footsteps of Mrs. Barbara Castle, 
who travelled to West Bromwich during the 
1973 by-election for the sole purpose of per- 
sonally slamming Mr. Webster, the National 
Front candidate. It was a wasted journey. In 
that election, Martin Webster won the 
highest number of votes ever achieved by an 
NF candidate, indeed by any British nation- 
alist candidate in a parliamentary election — 
16% of the poll. It was this party’s greatest 
electoral achievement. 


MARTIN WEBSTER IN ACTION AT WEST BROMWICH 


MARTIN WEBSTER: THE 
ENEMY’S PUBLIC ENEMY 


Many members today will not remem- 
ber the Nationalist Centre at Birkbeck Hill, 
an impoverished building which was all the 
National Front had when it began its political 
life. In the early days of the party Martin 
Webster lived there, sleeping rough, on £8 a 
week, organising the growth of the NF in 
days when the majority of its present mem- 
bership still had no alternative to the Tory 
and Labour parties. That they have an 
alternative now is due in no small way to our 
National Organiser. 


THE NEW ZEALAND 
DEMOCRATIC NATIONALIST 
PARTY 


would like to make contact with inter- 
ested people in New Zealand. Address: 
P.O. Box 45031, Lower Hutt, New 
Zealand. 


MARCHING SONG 


A Marching Song for the National Front 
written by a member of the Guildford and 
Woking Group has now been recorded onto a 
Master Tape by a very famous Military Band. 
The recording is superb and members may pur- 
chase ordinary reel to reel tapes at a cost of 


70p inclusive of postage. If sufficient numbers 
are ordered, 7° gramophone records can be 
made at a cost of £1 each. To do this requires 
an order of a thousand records. 

Ordinary piano-copies of the words and 
music may be bought for 65p. Orders, please, 


to" Mrs.-E: 
Guildford. 


Trevena, 65 Spiceall, Compton, 
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The following NF Branches and Groups remain solidly loyal to the National Front: 


The following NF Branches and Groups are divided in their loyalties. Some members have remained loyal, others have 


joined the break-away group. Still others are undecided. 


Brentford & Isleworth Ashford Great Yarmouth Harrogate 

Harrow Thanet Cambridge York 

Spelthorne Deal Peterborough Bridlington 

Brent Canterbury Northampton Hull 

Slough Brighton & Hove Leicester Manchester 

Richmond & Kingston Worthing Nottingham Stockport North 

Wandsworth Gosport & Fareham Derby Stockport South 

Lewisham Southampton Lincoln Hyde 

Bromley Andover Coventry Salford 

Greenwich Basingstoke Birmingham Bolton | 
Bexley Bournemouth ~ Wolverhampton Bury | 
Tower Hamlets Dorchester West Bromwich Rochdale | 
Newham Bristol Warley Accrington 

Barking Plymouth Walsall Chorley 

Waltham Forest Cheltenham & Gloucester Rugby Blackpool 

Loughton Cardiff Cannock Wallasey | 
Harlow Swindon Dudley Chester 
Hackney Reading Sheffield Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Hornsey West Herts Leeds Sunderland 

Islington Hemel Hempstead Halifax South Shields 

Camden Bushey Huddersfield Berwick-on-T weed 

Enfield Luton Barnsley Durham . 
Sevenoaks Southend Doncaster Stoke-on-Trent 
Maidstone Canvey Island Dewsbury & Wakefield : 
Tunbridge Wells Ipswich Bradford . 
Medway Norwich Keighley 


Fulham & Chelsea Dartford Redbridge Blackburn 

Southwark Gravesend Lambeth Preston 

Tottenham Feltham & Heston Croydon Liverpool - 

Barnet Crawley Hayes Birkenhead : 
Wocd Green Stevenage Guildford & Woking 
High Wycombe East Herts Darlington | 


FIND OUT ABOUT THE NATIONALFRONT 


Send 15p for information pack. 


Send 20p extra for copy of manifesto for 
General Election of October, 1974. 


To: NATIONAL FRONT 
91 CONNAUGHT ROAD 
TEDDINGTON, MIDDX. 
(Tel. 01-977 2452) 


